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Current Topics. 


The New R.S.C. 

THE pRAFr R.S.C. which we printed and commented on 
recently (ante, pp. 640, 647) have now been published as final. 
So far as we have observed, the draft has not been altered. 
Rules 1-11 of Ord. 22, relating to payment into and out of 
court, and the whole of Ord. 39, relating to applications for new 
trial, have been repealed and re-enacted with variations ; and 
Ord. 58, r. 15, has been altered so as to reduce the time for 
final appeals from three months to six weeks. 


The Lord Chief Justicé. 

Ir HAs been stated in some of the papers that the resignation of 
the Lord Chief Justice had either taken place or was imminent. 
Very little information has been made public within the last few 
months as to Lord ALVERSTONE’S concition, though there has, 
we believe, been a general belief that the only question as to his 
resignation was how long it would be postponed. If it were to 
take place the news would be received with profound sympathy 
and regret. In the House of Commons, however, on Thursday, 
in answer to a question by Mr. Bonar Law, the Prime Minister 
said that so far as he was aware the Lord Chief Justice had not 
resigned, and in the last communication he had with him he was 
glad to say that Lord ALVERSTONE expressed a hope that he 
would soon be able to resume his active duties. We trust this 
hope is not unduly optimistic. 


The Loss of the Revenue Bill. 

THE WITHDRAWAL of the Revenue Bill is, perhaps, not a 
matter of surprise. We are not concerned with the reasons 
which caused it to be introduced at so late a period of the 
Session, and it is unfortunate that time forbade its being fully 
dealt with, and aiso that there was contentious matter which 
prevented its being accepted as an agreed Bill. It is, of course, 
a question whether the system of valuation under the Finance 
Act, 1910, will be permanent. We have recognized that in 
theory there is a strong case for taxing increment value and 
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reversion benefit; but the difficulty arises in attempting to 
ascertain the figures. Here the matter is at once plunged into 
uncertainty, and the artificial methods of section 25 preclude 
any confidence in the result. The anomalies raised by the 
Lumsden Case and the Herbert Case—taxation of builders’ profits 
and of negative values—would have been removed by the 
Revenue Bill, though as to negative values, perhaps, only 
partially ; and it is a pity that these clauses were not passed. 
The result gives new importance to the dissenting judgment of 
SWINFEN Eapy, L.J., in the Lumsden Case, and there is a chance, 
at any rate, that that decision was wrong. 


The Future Court of Final Appeal. 

A Goop deal of projected legislation beside the Revenue Bill 
has been lost, but the Session will not be as bare as at one time 
seemed probable. Of measures of special legal interest the 
Bankruptcy Bill and the Appellate Jurisdiction Bill will be 
placed on the statute book. The latter provides for the appoint- 
ment of two new law lords, and on its final discussion in the 
House of Lords the Lord Chancellor intimated that it would 
facilitate the plans for the re-arrangement of the tribunals of 
final appeal, should any such step be necessitated by the impend- 
ing reconstitution of the House of Lords. What these plans are 
has not been stated. Irish appeals, we know, are, under the 
Home Rule Bill, turned cver to the Judicial Committee. If 
English and Scotch Appeals are to go to a single Imperial Court 
of Appeal, this of course should not be a department of the Privy 
Council, but an independent court. The Judicial Committee has 
been of excellent service as a court for Indian and Colonial 
Appeals ; but it is in its nature only a temporary expedient. 
The permanent tribunal of final appeal should have the prestige 
and authority of a court, the members being responsible for 
their —- and not deciding cases under the guise of confi- 
dential advice to the Crown. 


Initials as Trade-Marks. 

WE NOTICED recently (ante, p. 696) the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in Teofani’s Case as to the possibility of register- 
ing a surname as a trade-mark. Another important decision 
on the question of distinctiveness has been given hy the House of 


purchaser under a voluntary settlement is safe against attack 
by the settlor’s trustee in bankruptcy under section 47 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, notwithstanding that the settlor has at 
the time of the purchase committed an act of bankruptcy, 
provided, of course, that the purchaser took without notice. 
Our correspondents in another letter which we print elsewhere, 
inquire as to the rule applicable where a voluntary assignment— 
that is, a voluntary settlement—comprises a debt or a life policy. 
The settlor commits an act of bankruptcy followed by adjudica- 
tion, so that the trustee would be entitled to set aside the 
assignment ; and the debtor or the office, having no notice 
of the act of bankruptcy, pays the assignee either before or 
after adjudication. Is the debtor or the office, as the case 
may be, protected? We think there can be no doubt that 
they are. Even in the case of a creditor or his assignee suing a 
debtor who has notice of an act of bankruptcy by the creditor, 








the debtor cannot resist payment, though the money must be kept 
in court for three months from the act of bankruptcy, to sce 
whether adjudication will follow : Ponsford, Baker & Co. v. Union, 
é&c., Bank (1906, 2 Ch. 444 ; see McCarthy v. Capital and Counties 
Bank, 1911, 2 K. B. 1088). In other words, the fact that the 
assignee’s title may be avoided is not a defence to an action by 
him. The case of a voluntary assignee of a debt without notice 
of an act of bankruptcy is stronger, and the debtor could not 
resist an action by the assignee. Moreover, so soon as the 
debtor has paid the assignee he is within the principle of Le 
Hart. Though he has not purchased the debt, yet he has 
purchased his discharge by payment. This is a transaction for 
value and without notice—see the judgment of Cozens-Harpy, 
M.R., in Re Hart (supra, at (p. 10)—and it puts an end to the 
right of the trustee in bankruptcy to avoid the assignment as 
against the debtor. 


Licensing Anomalies. 

ConsoLIDATION Acts are seldom subjected to the same care- 
ful scrutiny in the House of Commons as new projects of 
legislation, even when they deal with our licensing system and 
have to run the gauntlet of rigorous analysis at the hand of tem- 
perance reformers, And when an Act of Parliament contains 
113 clauses it is almost inevitable, under any possible system of 
closure that the wit of man can devise, that the one hundred and 





Lords in fie W. & G. Du Cros (Limited) (ante, p. 728). W. & G. Du 
Cross (Limited) made in 1908 two applications to register as 
trade-marks for motor-vehicles the initials ““ W & G,” in the one | 
ease in block letters, in the other in script letters with the tail | 
of the G extending back under the W. The application was | 
refused successively by the Registrar and Eve, J., but the Court | 
of Appeal allowed the application for registration of the script 
letters to proceed. The Registrar appealed to the House of 
Lords, who on the Ist inst. allowed the appeal. Lord Parker, 
whose judgment was concurred in by Lord LoresurN and 
Lord Mersey, held that the question whether initials were 
distinctive (i.¢., adapted to distinguish) for trade-mark purposes, 
depended largely on “whether other traders are or are not 
likely to desire, in the ordinary course of their business, to 
make use in connection with their goods of the particular 
letter or letters constituting the mark.” He said, “ Individuals 
whose names were William Green or Wallace Graham, or firms 
whose names were Weston & Gibbs or Wilcox & Gathorne, might 
desire to make use in this way of the letters W G or W & G, and it 
would be « strong thing to deprive them of the right to do so.” 
Therefore he held that the mark “‘W & G,” whether in script 
or block type, was not in itself distinctive within the meaning 
of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905. The evidence in the case 
proved that “W & G” did, in fact, since 1908, denote the 
applicants’ motor cabs in London, and consequently that the 
mark was distinctive in London. But on this point, Lord PARKER 
said, “The area within which, and the time during which, such 
distinctiveness has existed, are, in my opinion, insufficient to | 
displace the opinion I have formed on more general grounds.” 


Voluntary Assignment of Chose in Action. 

IN NOTICING recently (ante, p. 589), a letter from corre- 
spondents, we drew attention to the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Re Hart (1912, 3 K. B. 6) and pointed out that a 





eleventh clause should fail to receive adequate discussion and 
amendment. Probably these reasons account for the fact that 
the “Exemptions and Savings” clause of the Licensing Con- 
solidation Act, 1910, has still kept alive certain anomalous 
privileges in relation to the sale of intoxicating liquors, which 
ean scarcely be rationally defended on the constitutional 
principle of “equality before the law.” Attention has been 
called to three of these anomalies by Mr. LLoyp Ggor@e’s ill- 
fated meastire to remove them, which failed to pass the censor- 
ship of the Examiner of Bills. Section 111 (2) runs as follows :— 
“Nothing in this Act sball affect or apply to (a) the privileges 
enjoyed at the date of the passing of this Act by any univer- 
sity in England... () the privileges enjoyed . .. by the 
mayor or burgesses of the borough of St. Albans in the county 
of Hertford or their successors.” 


University Licensing Powers. 

Ir MAY safely be surmised that at first sight few members 
of the legal profession could say what the privileges 
thus referred to are, although they are explained at length 
in the licensing text-books, Those referred to in sub-section 
(a) are the privilege of Oxford University to license three 
vintners, and of Cambridge University to license four, to sell 
wine within the precincts of the university and colleges free 
from the jurisdiction of the licensing justices. In Oxford the 


| privilege relates only to wine, in Cambridge it formerly included 
the grant of an alehouse licence, but this was taken away in 


1856. Both privileges were questioned upon a quo warranto 
information taken out against Cambridge in 1838, but the infor- 
mation was refused on the ground that insufficient doubts had 
been cast on the origin of the franchise (Regina v. Archdall, 
1838, 8 A. & E. 281). Sub-section (b) refers to a similar privi- 
lege to grant three alehouse licences conferred by James I. 
on the borough of St, Albans ; the profite are held in trust for 
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the endowment of a free grammar school. Nor do sub-sections 
(a) and (b) exhaust these anomalies. Sub-section (c) contains 
another, namely, the right of any freeman of the Vintners’ Com- 
pany to sell intoxicants at one public-house, free of any obligation 
to take out either a justice’s licence or an excise licence, within 
(1) the City of London, (2) all seaports, (3) any “thoroughfare ” 
town on either'the road from London to Dover or that to Berwick. 
As to what is to happen when such a licence is taken away by 
justices, if indeed they have the power to do so, the statute 
remains discreetly silent Again sub-section (m), according to the 
learned editor of Paterson, legalizes by implication the previously 
illegal practice of selling liquor in railway restaurant cars 
(Paterson’s Licensing Acts, 1912, p. 720). The moral is that 
Consolidation Acts require careful handling and examination. 


Private Bill Procedure. 


INCIDENTALLY, the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s Bill for the 
abolition of these ancient and anomalous privileges in the case 
of Oxford, Cambridge and St. Albans illustrates one pitfall in 
the way of the legislator. It was rejected after its first reading 
by the Examiner who investigates every bill to see whether it 
is public or private, and, if the litter, whether it has complied 
with the Standing Orders of the Houses of Parliament relating 
to private bills. For such bills are in reality quasi-judicial or 
extra-judicial proceedings affecting the rights of private persons, 
who accordingly must receive, by advertisement in the London 
Gazette and certain other newspapers, proper notice of the bill, in 
order that they may instruct counsel, if they so desire, to oppose 
the bill on their behalf vr otherwise safeguard their interests. 
In the case of a public bill no such right of any person or class 
interested to appear and contest the bill at the Bar of the House 
is recognized ; tor in a public bill the public-at-large is interested, 
and they are represented by the legislators themselves. But 
what is the technical distinction between a public and a private 
bill? The keynote of the distinction is contained in the 
governing Resolution of the House of Commons, that of the 4th of 
June, 1751, which is in the following terms :-—“ Every bill tor the 
particular interest or benefit of any person or persons, whether the 
same be brought in upon petition or motion or report from a com- 
mittee or brought from the Lords, has been and ought to be deemed 
a private bill within the meaning of the Table of Fees.” The 
“particular interest or benefit” as opposed to the “public interest” 
is, then,the principal criterion. Such private bills are of two kinds, 
namely, personal bills and local bills (House of Lords Standing 
Orders 1). Estate bills, divorce bills, naturalization and name 
bills are “personal”; improvement bills, or extension of 
boundaries and powers bills by local authorities, as well as 
measures. promoted by undertakers of local enterprises, are 
“local” bills. But by a special ruling of Mr. Speaker GuLLY 
(22nd March, 1897), when the London County Council pro- 
motes a bill dealing with the whole metropolitan area, the 
magnitude of its scope and the fact that it deals with the 
capital city of the Empire are adequate to remove it from the 
category of private into that of public bills. In passing, it occurs 
to us that this question will require to be considered carefully 
by those persons who are promoting a bill for the admission of 
women to the legal profession. Such a bill, it might be argued, 
affects the rights of the Law Society in the case of solicitors, 
and of the Benchers in the four Inns where the bar is concerned. 
Are those rights “a particular interest” or held in trust for 
the “ public-at-large” ? We presume the latter, but the point is 
worth considering by the legal advisers of the ladies concerned. 


Presumptions as to Gift of Interest. 


It 1s clear law that, when a testator bestows on some infant 
descendant for whom it is his natural duty to provide, a legacy 
payable on attaining the age of twenty-one, and confers no other 
benefit upon the infant legatee,he is presumed to have intended the 
legacy to carry with it interest to be applied during the minority of 
the child for its maintenance : Hiscock v. Lodder (1909, 2 Ch. 431). 
This rule is based on the presumption that the testator intends 
to fulfil his natural obligation to provide for the child, and 
desires it to be properly maintained while awaiting the fruition 
of the gift. But, supposing the testator gives a legacy to an 








infant descendant for whose maintenance he has provided another 
fund in his will, or whom he knows to be already fully endowed 
from some other source, does the presumption that the legacy 
carries interest still apply? The former of these possible cases 
has arisen in Re West, Westhead v. Aspland (1913, W. N. 241), and 
Mr. Justice WARRINGTON has decided against the presumption. 
Here a testatrix gave to her grandniece, inter jalia, a legacy of 
£900 if she reached the age of twenty-one, and an immediate 
gift of mcney and a freehold house, together amounting to about 
£4,300. The trustees of the will were expressly given power to 
apply any part of the legacy of £900 towards the maintenance 
and education of the child, a girl aged thirteen. Hence there 
arose no necessity that the legatee should receive interest on her 
legacy in order to live, and therefore no intention of the testa- 
trix to that effect could be presumed. But supposing the child 
was already adequately provided for, to the knowledge of the 
testatrix, out of funds supplied by someone else, would the same 
principle in that case also rebut the presumption that the legacy 
was intended to carry interest? We fancy that it would not, 
since evidence as to circumstances known to a testator appears 
to be admissible only when there is an ambiguity in the will, 
which requires explanation (Doe v. Needs, 1836, 2 M. & W. 129) 
and here there is no ambiguity. 








The Real Property and Conveyancing 
Bills. 


Ill. 

The Proposals for Simplifying Private Conveyancing.—We have 
already pointed out that the main defect in the present system 
of private conveyancing consists in the necessity for repeated 
investigations of title on successive dealings with the property, 
and we outlined last week the scheme for removing this defect 
which was embodied in the late Mr. WOLSTENHOLME’s Con- 
veyancing Bill. This scheme forms the basis of the present 
Conveyancing Bill, but there have been considerable alterations, 
and we will now attempt to explain it in its revised form. We 
must premise, however, that the task is not an easy one, and it 
is quite possible that hereafter we may have to correct some of 
our statements. 

The scheme does not aim at stopping repeated investigation 
of title ; that can be done to some extent, either by registration 
of title or by adopting the system of certificates of title to which 
we referred last week. What the scheme aims at is the 
simplifying of the title to be investigated ; in other words, the 
simplifying and shortening of abstracts. The legal estate in the 
land may be divided into successive interests, and it may also 
be separated from the beneficial interest, which again is capable 
of successive division. At present a vendor has to establish his 
title to dispose of the entire fee simple at law and in equity. 
He has, that is, to deduce on the abstract the legal and equitable 
titles, so far as is neeessary to shew that he can dispose of both. 
The Bill proposes to put a stop, as between vendor and purchaser, 
to the subdivision of the legal estate, and also to strike out all 
the separate equitable interests, unless these are protected by 
cautions or inhibitions. Thus, subject to cautions, and subject 
to the paramount interests presently to be noticed, the legal 
owner is to take the entire fee simple, and is to have absolute 
power to dispose of it; on his death it will devolve upon his 
personal representatives, and will remain in them until they convey 
it. This they may do upon a sale, or they may convey it to the 
person beneficially entitled under the will or intestacy of the 
deceased. In the latter case, it is apparently intended that a 
purchaser from the grantee need not inquire into his beneficial 
title. He may assume that the conveyance by the personal 
representatives was in order. But at present we are not clear 
as to this. The clause which might have such an effect 
(clause 16 (1)) seems to be confined to settled land. But if 
such is the result, then the only documents which can affect a 
purchaser are conveyances of the entire fee simple; the only 
events which can affect him are the deaths of owners in fee 
simple. Consequently, the abstract will consist only of con 
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veyances of the fee simple infer vivos and probate of the will 
of, or grant of administration to, any deceased owner, this being 
evidence of his death and shewing who are his personal repre- 
sentatives. The only other legal estate which can be created is 
a term of years, and it can be dealt with in the same way. 
The Bill uses the expression “ term of years absolute,” apparently 
to exclude a term of years determinable on life, but we shall 
speak of term of years simply. 

In pursuance of the above scheme the Bill opens with a clause 
providing (para. 1) that land shall not be capable of being 
disposed of so as to transfer or create any estate other than an 
estate in fee simple or a term of years, and (para. 2) that all 
other estates and interests now capable of being created may be 
created by means of a trust, and may be protected by cautions 
and inhibitions. Thus we have the legal owner with the fee 
simple or the term of yeais, and tacked on to his estate we have 
equitable interests. So far, it looks as though the fee simple 
must necessarily be a legal estate, but this is not so, for clause 2 
proceeds to define “ proprietary estate” as meaning an estate in 
fee simple, legal or equitable, and a term of years; and the 
intention is that there may be a legal and equitable fee simple 
subsisting at the same time, ¢.y., in a mortgagee and a mort- 
gagor. In fact, clause 1 (1) seems to authorize the creation of 
both legal and equitable estates in fee simple ; but, however 
this may be, it is clear that all smaller interests (except terms of 
years) can be equitable only. It may be noticed that clause 1 
was not in Mr. WoOLSTENHOLME’s Bill, and we incline to think 
that he adopted a simpler course in opening with his definitions 
of estates and interests, and then proceeding to shew how these 
estates and interests were to be created and disposed of. 

Next we come to a new division of estates and interests in 
land—one which is essential to the scheme, but which adds 
additional complication to the law: we refer to the division 
of interests into paramount and subordinate. In speaking, 
however, of this as an additional complication we do not mean 
that any new interests are created. The draftsmen of the Bill 
regard their scheme as one dealing with machinery only, and the 
final result may be a simplification of the law. But that is 
how it strikes us at present—an additional complication. The 
reason for the division is that there are various matters 
incident to the possession of land which must be 
treated as a burden on the ownership: so that, however much 
the draftsman may desire to facilitate transfer, he cannot allow 
the owner to ignore them. Section 18 of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1875, deals with the same idea, and excepts certain matters 
from the effect of registration. Even the registered proprietor 
cannot transfer the land free from them. By singular infelicity 
they are there described as not being “ incumbrances.” In fact, 
they are so emphatically ineumbrances that they cannot be 
shaken off. Soin the Conveyancing Bill, although the proprietor 
is to have extensive powers of transfer, yet there are certain 
estates and interests which he cannot shake off, and these are 
called “paramount interests.” They include, among other 
matters, (1.) registered land charges ; (ii.) tithe rent-charge, land 
tax, and easements ; (iii.) rights of occupiers ; and (iv.) rights 
to enforce restrictive covenants of which the purchaser has 
notice. ‘These may all be properly described as incumbrances. 
They also include ‘‘any proprietary estate which has priority ” 
over the proprietary estate in question. An obvious example of 
this is the case to which we have just referred ; a legal mort 
gagee’s fee simple is paramount to the mortgagor’s equity of 
redemption, which is also a fee simple. Then) clause 2 goes on to 
enumerate matters which are not paramount. Strictly, this is 
unnecessary, but it is useful by way of elucidation. The excepted 
list includes certain matters for which search is now required, 
such as lis pendens and annuities. 

In dealing with any particular proprietary estate, all interests 
which are paramount may be visualized as above it. We now 
pass to estates and interests which are below it, i.¢., to subordi- 
nate estates and interests. These Mr. WOLSTENHOLME defined 
as fiduciary rights. The definition is now enlarged and made, 
perhaps, more effective, but certainly more difficult. It is too 


long to quote at present, and it is unnecessary to do this! for we 
are concerned now with principles and not with draftsmanship, 





though we may at once express the view—mistaken, perhaps, 
but we are strongly impressed with it—that the drafting 
will have to be very much simplified if the Bill is ever to be a 
practical measure. The idea of the definition is that when you 
take a particular proprietary estate, and ascertain what interests 
are paramount to it, all other interests must be subordinate. This 
will include all limited equitable interests. Hitherto we have been 
accustomed to estates being divided into successive portions ; 
estates for life and in remainder ; to estates being divided into’ 
co-existing portions ; legal estates and equitable estates ; these 
may be compared to length and breadth ; now we“are to have the 
division of superior and inferior, which gives us depth, and ‘the 
geometrical solid of real property law is completed. As we have 
said, in substance there is nothing new; these paramount and 
subordinate rights already exist. But it may be questioned whether 
the re-arrangement, however elegant to the theorist, is suitable 
to a measure whose only justification must be that it simplifies 
the law. 

The Bill starts, as we have said, with a provision restricting 
legal estates in “land ” to the fee simple or a term of years. But 
“land ” is not confined to the physical thing. By the definition 
clause (clause 39), it includes rent-charges and other incorporeal 
hereditaments, and easements ; and it would seem to follow that 
these can be created for the like estates. But the definition of 
land must not be pressed too far, for clause 3 places a rigid 
restriction on the estates which can, in fact, be created. It 
provides that “a proprietary estate in land ”—-and here “ land ” 
means the physical thing—can only be disposed of in certain 
ways. The proprietor can dispose of it out and out, and he may 
similarly dispose of the surface or the minerals separately ; be 
may create a term, a perpetual rent-charge or an easement ; or 
he may transfer the whole proprietary estate, subject to another 
proprietary estate, or to an easement in fee or fora term, 
created by the same instrument. 

A perpetual rent-charge—i.e., a rent-charge in fee simple-—is 
ranked as a proprietary estate : a rent-charge for a term is not ; 
but an easement can be created either in fee simple or for a term. 
This seems to require explanation, and the draftsmen miglt 
have expressed in clearer language their scheme of inter- 
ests which, while inferior in extent to the fee simple in the land 
itself, are to be paramount and not subordinate. But the effect 
appears to be that the proprietor can transfer out and out his fee 
simple or term in the land; he can create rent-charges in fee 
simple ; and he can create easements in fee simple or for a term ; 
and all such rent-charges and easements will be paramount. Any 
other interests which he purports to create will be subordinate. 
The right to reserve a rent-charge in fee simple is also expressly 
given by clause 3 (2). 

Thus clause 3 shews how the land may be dealt with so as to 
create paramount and subordinate interests. It carries out the 
scheme of clause 1 and the definitions of clause 2. Under clause 
4, if the proprietor purports to transfer or create an interest 
which is not a proprietary estate, he will become a trustee of a 
corresponding subordinate interest ; and the same clause: has the 
important provision that a transfer of a proprietary estate shall 
not be made to an infant. If it is so made, the transferor will 
retain, during the minority, power to dispose of the land. The 
intention is that there shall always be a person with this power. 

We must reserve till next week the further discussion of sub- 
ordinate interests, and also the proprietor’s power of disposition, 
the mode of dealing with settlements, the protection afforded by 
cautions, and other matters. We repeat that we are desirous of 
giving the Bill fair consideration ; we appreciate the difficulties 
which will arise if the present attempt at reform fails. But as 
we peruse the Bill and attempt to understand its scheme, we 
cannot avoid seeing that real property law will, under it, receive 
a new and very heavy burden. We may remind our readers of 
the weighty remark made by Mr. CypriAN WILLIAMS, in the 
course of his evidence before the Land Transfer Commission :— 
“T can only say once more that if Parliament will persist in the 
old course of piling up new interests in land and new rules of 
substantive law on the top of all the old principles of real pro- 
perty law, and all the reforms which have weakened those prin- 
ciples, the whole edifice will certainly collapse.” (Evidence, Vol. 
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IL, p. 381.) So far as our study of the Bill has gone we doubt 
whether the draftsmen have kept this danger in view. There 
are limits to the complications which any system of law will 


bear. 
[To be continue d.| 








Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


Private International Law.—Administration of Foreign 
Estates. Being the Principles of Private International Law relating 
to the Administration of the Estates of Deceased Persons. By E. 
Lesuiz Buren, LL.D, (London), Solicitor of the Supreme Court. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 10s. 6d. 

Receivers.—Receivers and Liquidators. By H. C. Emery, 
Solicitor. Effingham Wilson. 7s. 6d. net. 








Correspondence. 


Vexatious Actions, 
(Tc the Editor of the Solicitor’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—On page 724 of your issue of the 9th of August, in com 
menting upon the case of Re Boaler, you suggest that the Divisional 
Court should have been influenced by the fact that the short title of 
the Act under consideration was the “ Vexatious Actions Act.” It is, 
of course, well settled that consideration must be paid to the full 
title of an Act, but Lord Moulton, in the recent case of Vacher v. 
London Society of Compositors (1913, A. C. 107), emphatically 
repudiated the attempted extension of the doctrine to the short title. 
It was there argued that the short title “Trades Disputes Act” 
shewed that trade unions were only to be protected when acting in 
connection with trade disputes. The House of Lords refused to 
draw any such inference. G. F. Spear. 

[We are obliged to our correspondent for his letter. In the 
passage referred to Lord Moulton (p. 128) calls the short title a 
“ statutory nickname Its object is identification and not 
description.” —Ep. S./.]. 


Voluntary Settlements. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—We are very much obliged for your note in this matter in 
your issue on the 14th inst. — 

Suppose A voluntarily assigns a debt, cr life policy, to B, and the 
debtor or assurance company, as the case may be, pays B without 
notice of any act of bankruptcy on the part of A, are they 
respectively protected in the event of the subsequent bankruptcy of 
A, based on his act of bankruptcy occurring before payment 4 

June 24 SoLicirors. 

Sade regret that by an oversight the insertion of this letter has been 
delayed. See under “Current Topies.”—Ep. S../.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


LIVERPOOL AND LONDON AND GLOBE INSURANCE CO. ». 
BENNETT (SURVEYOR OF TAXES). 8ih, 9th, and 31st July. 
Revenve—Income Tax—Company—ForeicN INVESTMENTS—INTEREST 
or, Not Remirrep Home—Ossects or CoMPANY—ADVENTURE-—-INCOME 
Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 100, ScHep. D—First, Fourtu 
AND Firtn Cases—Income Tax Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), s. 2, 

Scuep. D. 

Held, that investments which were made by an English insurance 
company abroad, in accordance with the requirements of the laws of 
the United States, Canada and Australia, the interest or dividends of 
which were not remitted to or received by the company in the United 
Kingdom, formed part of the balance of profits and gains of the com- 
pany, and were therefore assessable under the first case of Schedule D 
of section 100 of the Income Tax Act, 1842. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (1911, 2 X.2. 577) affirmed. 

Norwich Union Fire Insurance Co. v. Magee (44 W. 2. 384) followed. 

Appeal by the company from an order of the Court of Appeal (reported 
1912, 2 K. B. 41) which affirmed a decision of Hamilton, J. (reported 
1911, 2 K. B. 577). The question was whether the appellants were liable 
to pay income tax on profits from foreign investments which had not 
been remitted to or received in the United Kingdom. At the close of 
the arguments for the appellants judgment was reserved. 

THe House (Lords Loresurn, SHAw, Mersey, and PARKER) unani- 
mously affirmed the decision of the courts below that the appellante 











were liable, and dismissed the appeal with costs.—Counsgt, Danckwerts, 
K.C., and Latter; Sir R. Isaacs, A.-G., Sir J. Simon, 8.-G., and 
W. Finlay. Soxicitors, Sharpe, Pritchard, d& Co., for Laces & Co., 
Liverpool ; The Solicitor for Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by ERSKINE REID, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MASON v. PROVIDENT CLOTHING AND SUPPLY CO. (LIM). 
27th and 30th June; 28th July. 

ReEsTRAINT OF TRADE—AGREEMENT BY EMPLOYEE NOT TO BE ENGAGED IN 
A BUSINESS THE SAME AS, OR SIMILAR TO, THAT OF EMPLOYERS—AREA 
or RuesTRIcTION—REASONABLENESS—PROTECTION OF EmptoyErs’ Bust- 
NESS, 

_By an agreement for the employment of the defendant by the plain- 

tiffs, a company, described in the agreement as carrying on business 
** at London, in the County of Middlesex,” it was agreed by the de- 
fendant that he would not inter alia, within three years after the ter- 
mination of the employment, be in the employment of any person, firm 
or company, carrying on a business of the same nature as or similar to 
that of the company ** within 25 miles of London afore said where the 
company carry on business.” The Court of Appeal, reversing the 
decision of a Divisional Court, held that the agreement was not too 
vague or indefinite as regarded the area of the intended restriction to 
be enforced by injunction. 

Held, that, assuming in the com paery’ s favour that the 25 miles’ 
limit applied to every branch of the restrictive clause in the agree- 
ment, and that the clause was not too vague by reason of the words 
** London, in the county of Middlesex,”’ the re spond nts had faile d to 
discharge the onus upon them of shewing that the restriction which they 
sought to impose on the appellants was not wider than was reasonably 
required for the protection of their business. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (1913, 1 K. B. 65, 82 L. J. K. B. 225) 
reversed, 

Appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal. The appellant was 
employed by the respondent company as a canvasser in their Islington 
cisirict. The company carried on business by what is known as the 
check and credit system at (among other places) London, in the Couaty 
of Middlesex. The agreement under which the appellant was em 
ployed contained a covenant by him that he would not on leaving the 
company’s employment for three years be engaged in a similar business 
in any capacity within 25 miles of any place where he had been 
employed by the respondents at any time during the continuance of his 
agreement. Shortly after his dismissal he was employed by a similar 
company in Islington. The county court judge of Clerkenwell granted 
an injunction, but the Divisional Court discharged it on the ground that 
the covenant was too vague. The Court of Appeal thought the restrictive 
covenant was reasonably limited in point of time and in point of space 
if restricted to 25 miles from London, and that it was not too inde 
finite to be enforced against the defendant. Accordingly they allowed 
the company’s appeal, but varied the form of the injunction, making 
it apply to London only, where alone the defendant had been employed. 
The defendant appealed in forma oom ris. 

Lord Hatpane, C., and Lords Duneprn, SHAw and Movutton gave 
judgment allowing the appeal and discharging the injunction on the 
ground that those who drafted the covenant aimed at making it penal 
rather than protective, and so hoped by means of it to paralyse the 
earning capabilities of the defendant if and when he left their service, 
and were not thinking only of what would be a reasonable protection 
to their business.—CounsrL, for the appellant, Zawlinson, K.C., and 
J. B. Matthews; for the respondents, Danckwerts, K.C., Waugh, K.C., 
and Harold Newell. Soricrrors, Langhams; Jaques & Co., for John 
Houison Richardson, & Son, & Fox, Bradford. 

[Reported by Ersxine Rep, Barrister-at Law.] 


TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL vy. METROPOLITAN 
ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS (LIM.). 20th, 23rd, 24t, and 26th 
June ; 24th July. 

Ratres—RatinG oF Street Tramways—PartiaL Exemption or Lanp 
Usep as A Rattway Constructep UNpEeR THE POWERS OF ANY ACT OF 
PaRLIAMENT—Pvstic Heattu Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 211 
(1) (8). 

The respondents were incorporated by Acts of Parliament for cori- 
structing and working under the powers given by the Tramway Act, 
1870, certain tramways on streets within the district of the appellant 
urban district council. 

Held, that the undertaking of the respondent company did not come 
within the category of a ‘railway’? constructed under the Light Rail- 
way Acts, but was a “ tramway,” and consequently in respect of their 
occupation of the land used for the tramway the respondent company 
were not entitled to be assessed by the urban council to the district rate 
in the proportion of one-fourth part only of the net annual value of such 
land. 

Swansea Improvements and Tramway Co. v. Swansea Urban Sanitary 
Authority (1892, 1 @.B. 357, 61 L. J. M. C. 124) approved and followed 

Decision of Court of Appeal (56 Soricrrors’ JOURNAL 290; 1912, 2 
K. B. 216) reversed. 

Appeal by the Urban District Council of Tottenham from an order 
of the Court of Appeal (reported 56 Sonicrrors’ JournaL 290 ; 1912, 
2 K. B. 216). By a general rate made on the Ist of April, 1910, the 
respondents were rated in respect of the lines of rails within the 
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appellants’ district, originally constructed as a horse-drawn tramway, 
under powers given by the Tramway Act, 1870, but which had since 
been worked by electrical energy, and formed part of their system work- 
ing in the north of London. They paid one-fourth of the rate, and 
chimed that, by section 211 of the Public Health Act, 1875, they were 
not liable for the balance. The Court of Appeal, overruling the Swansea 
Case (supra), held that they were entitled to the exemption claimed. 

Tue House, having taken time for consideration, allowed the appeal. 

Lord Hatpane, C., and Lord SHaw agreed with the judgment of 
Lord Movutton, which was the judgment of the House. 

Lord Movutron, in the course of his judgment, said that in the case 
of Swansea Improvements and Tramway Co. v. Swansea Urban Sanitary 
Authority (supra) it was laid down in 1892 that a tramway laid in 
streets did not come within the exemption given to a railway by the 
Act of 1875. That decision had remained unchallenged until it was 
overruled, wrongly in his opinion, by the Court of Appeal in the present 
case. The cases of Blackpool, &c., Tramway Co. v. Thornton Urban 
District Council (53 Soricrrors’ Journnan 445; 199, A. C. 264) and 
Wakefield, &c., Light Railways Co. v. Wakefield Corporation (1908, 
A. C. 293), in which the exemption was allowed, were distinguishable. 
The undertakings sanctioned under the Light Railways Act of 1896 had 
secured irrevocably the status and privileges of light railways, how- 
ever little they merited it. But the lines to which the present case 
related were constructed under the Tramway Acts, and, therefore, it 
was only indirectly that this House was concerned with what had been 
done under the Act of 1896. He thought that the distinction between 
a light railway and a tramway or tram road was clearly understood, 
both by the popular and the legal acceptation of the two terms 
respectively ; and that if the partial exemption to rates conferred on 
light railways by the Public Health Act, 1875, was intended to extend 
to “‘tramways’’ the Act would have made it clear in terms. There 
fore, in public legislation the word railway did not include tramway, 
unless it was expressly made to do so by the terms of the Act. To hold 
otherwise would be to put trams under the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners, and it had never been suggested, 
during the forty years of the existence of that court, and would be 
obviously contrary to the intention of the Legislature, that the court 
should control tramways. For these reasons the judgment of the 
Divisional Court should be restored, the respondent tramway company 
must pay the appellants their costs in this House and in the courts 
below. Order accordingly.—Counset, Maemorran, K.C., Ryde. K.C.., 
and Cartwright Sharp, for the appellants; Danckwerts, K.C., and 
C. C. Hutchinson, K.C., for the respondents. Sorrcrrors, F. Shelton; 
Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, d: Co. 

{Reported by Ensxrve Rerp, Barrister-nt-Law.} 


Court of Appeal. 


GREENLANDS (LIM.) v. WILMSHURST AND OTHERS. No. 2. 
25th, 28th, and 29th April; Ist May; 18th July. 


Liset—Privitece—Trape Protection Socrery’s LIABILITY FoR 
INFORMATION Supptrep py TxHtrp Parry. 


No privilege or protection attaches to information supplied hy a trade 
protection society to its customers which ia injurious to another. 
Decision of Lord Alverstone, C.J. (29 T. L. R. 64), affirmed, but 


new trial ordered on another ground. 


Application by the defendants, the London Association for the 
Protection of Trade and their secretary, for judgment or a new trial in 
an action tried before Lord Alverstone, C.J., and a special jury (re- 
ported 29 T. L. R. 64). The action was, for damages for libel brought 
by Greenlands (Limited), a firm of drapers and general furnishers at 
Hereford, against the association and its secretary and their corre- 
spondent at Hereford. Arthur Wilmshurst. The plaintiffs alleged that 
the associations had issued a libellous communication to its members 
dealing with the disposal of the debentures of the plaintiff company, 
which reflected on the plaintiffs’ credit as tradesmen. At the trial a 
special jury awarded £1,000 damages against the association and its 
secretary for negligence, and further awarded £750 damages against 
Arthur Wilmshurst. The present appeal was by the association and its 
secretary only. 

Vavenan Writs, L.J., said the main question was whether, in 
the circumstances, the association’s communications to its members were 
privileged, the association, as contended by the appellants, being a 
mutual association, formed for the protection of its members, and not 
being carried on for profit. The defendants had severed their defence, 
and, shortly, the association said that judgment should have been 
entered for them, because the Lord Chief Justice was wrong in direct- 
ing judgment to be entered for different amounts against these defen- 
dants and Wilmshurst respectively, misdirection, and on the ground 
that the damages were excessive. He referred to Hunt v. Great 
Northern Railway Co. (1891, 2 Q. B. 189), and Waller v. Lock (7 Q. B.D. 
619. where, at pv. 621. Sir George Jessel. MR., dealt with Harrison 
v. Bush, 5 FE. & B. 344). and said that it appeared to him that this 
case fell within Macintosh v. Dun (1908, App. Cas. 390). In that case 
it was laid down that information by persons who supplied informa- 
tion, and made a profit thereby, could not set up privilege as a de 
fence, and it seemed to him to follow that if a person bought in- 
formation, he could not rely on the information so bought as informa- 





tion given on a privileged occasion. Taking that view, it would 
follow prima facie that the appeal should be dismissed, but he did not 
think that the verdict and judgment could stand, on the ground that 
the damages were so excessive, that the appellants were entitled to a 
new trial. It had been pointed out that there was not, in fact, a 
joint libel in this case, and there seemed lately to have sprung up a 
practice in some cases to allow the jury to give different damages 
against different defendante sued in an action as joint tort-feasora. He 
thought that practice was unjustifiable. It was sufficient for him to 
hold that there must be a new trial. 

Hamitton, L.J., read a judgment, in thé course of which he said it 
had been argued that the association was an organization for the public 
good. He assumed its general utility, but whether it was for the 
public good was another matter. The question was not whether it was 
for the public good that such an association should be carried on, but 
whether it was for the public good that such a communication should 
be privileged. Which was more for the public good—that men who 
carried on the association should pay for their mistakes, or that people 
should suffer wrong because they had been the victims of the mistakes 
of others? The decision of the court in ordering a new trial would 
not extinguish such societies, which thrived by the good work and not 
by the wrongs they did. 

Bray, J., dissented on the question of privilege, but agreed that 
there ought to be a new trial on the other grounds indicated by the 
Lords Justices. The very fact of the existence of these trade pro- 
tection associations in considerable and increasing numbers shewed 
how necessary it was for a trader to obtain protection against the risk 
of contracting bad debts. He could see no distinction in principle 
between such a case and that of a master who was asked for the 
character of his late servant. The authorities seemed to him so strong 
as to make it settled law that, in the case of an inquiry into a person’s 
financial position, there was such a duty as constituted a lawful excuse. 
The privilege which existed in the case of an individual applied also 
in the case of an association like the defendants’, and applied as well 
to their secretary. 

Tue Court, therefore, ordered a new trial as between the plaintffs 
and the defendant association and its secretary, and gave the plaintiffs 
leave to amend their pleadings by claiming damages in respect of a 
several tort as distinguished from a joint tort. The appellants to 
have the costs of the appeal, the costs of the firet trial (excluding the 
costs payable by Wilmshurst) to abide the result of the new trial.— 
Counset, for the appellants, 7. F. Smith, K.C., Leslie Scott, K.C., 
and Heber Hart; for the respondents, Sir Edward Clarke, K.C., and 
Hugh Fraser. Soricrrors, Hutchison & Cuff; Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, 
d& Michelmore, for Houchen & Co., Attleborough. 

[Reported by Ersxtne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
WOODS v. WINSKILL. Astbury, J. 26th June. 


ComPpANY—APPOINTMENT BY DEBENTURE-HOLDERS OF RECEIVER AND 
Manacer—Notice GIvEN OF A PREFERENTIAL CLAIM—SUBSEQUENT 
PayMENTS TO OrnpDINARY CREDITORS IN CARRYING ON BustnEss—No 
PAYMENT TO THE DEBENTURE-HOLDERS—LoOss or ASsETS—LIABILITY 
TO THE PREFERENTIAL CrEDITORS—CoMPANIES (CONSOLIDATION) ACT, 
1908 (8 Epw. 7, c. 69), s. 107. 


A receiver and manager of the company, appointed on behalf of the 
debenture-holders, with notice of a preferential claim, is liable for 
damages in tort for exhausting the then assets of the company in 
making payments to ordinary creditors, without first applying such assets 
or a sufficient part thereof in satisfying that preferential claim in 
accordance with the provisions of section 107 of the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


In this action, which was commenced on the 23rd of January, 1915, 
the plaintiff complained that the defendant, in breach of his statutory 
duty under section 107 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 
had applied the assets of a limited company in payment of ordinary 
creditors without providing for her preferential claim of £100, and 
claimed damages accordingly. The payments complained of were made 
after the defendant’s appointment as receiver and manager before 
the winding-up. They included payments to ordinary creditors in the 
course of carrying on the company’s business, payment of £49 rent, 
and payment of £63 to the managing director on account of salary. 
This was paid as to £36 in cash and as to £27 by allowing a set-off 
of the liability on his shares. As against this, however, the managing 
director had from time to time advanced moneys to the amount of £42 
to enable the business to be carried on. The defendant had not, however, 
paid anything to the debenture-holders, and the question was whether, 
by making the payments complained of, he had committed any breach 
of section 107. The plaintiff's claim was for £234, awarded her 
as compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1907, for 
the death of her husband while in the employment of the company. 
Notice of the accident was given on the 6th of February, 1912; the 
award was made on the Ist of April, 1912. On the 15th of February, 
1912, the defendant was appointed receiver and manager in pursuance 
of a power in the debentures which provided that he should be the agent 
of the ey rs On the 19th of February, 1912, the defendant took 
possession (as the court held) with knowledge of the plaintiff's claim. The 
assets then consisted of £61, including £30 book debts and £29 unpaid 
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calls on shares subsequently transferred to the managing director, whose 
salary was five guineas a week, and with the defendant’s concurrence 
these assets were applied in carrying on the business without paying 
any part of the plaintiff’s claim. On the 12th of November, 1912, the 
company was wound up on the plaintiff’s petition, and on the 20th of 
March, 1913, the defendant went out of possession, without having 
made any attempt to meet any part of the plaintiff's claim, which was, 
under section 209 (1) (a), preferential to the extent of £100. His 
accounts shewed that the business had been carried on at a loss exceed- 
ing the original £61 assets. 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said : The question in this case 
is whether section 107 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908 
(8 Edw. 7, c. 69), imposes any, and if any what, obligation upon a 
receiver and manager appointed by debenture-holders who, having assets 
of the company in hand and notice of a preferential claim, pays away 
those assets to ordinary creditors in the process of carrying on the 
company’s business without making or attempting to make any pro- 
vision for that preferential claim. If the defendant, the receiver and 
manager, has committed a breach of his statutory obligation to the 
plaintiff, the person alleging the preferential claim, then an action 
will clearly lie: see Groves v. Lord Wimborne (1898, 2 Q. B. 402 and 
415); Pulsford v. Devenesh (1903, 2 Ch. 625 and 633). In Re Deben- 
ture-Holders’ Actions (1900, W. N. 58) Stirling, J., propounded a 
canon of practice, with the sanction of all the judges of the Chancery 
Division, that for the future, in any order appointing a receiver for 
debenture-holders, a direction should be inserted that he do forthwith 
pay out of the assets coming to his hands the debts of the company 
which have priority over the claims of the debenture-holders. A 
managing director is not a clerk or servant with any preferential rights 
with regard to salary: see In re Newspaper Proprietary Syndicate 
(Limited) (1900, 2 Ch. 349). There are two views which have 
been put forward in this case as to the construction of section 107. 
The first is that a receiver and manager with notice of a preferential 
claim is liable for damages in tort for exhausting the then aseets of the 
company in making payments to ordinary creditors without first 
applying the same, or a sufficient part thereof, in satisfying such prefer- 
ential claim. The second is that the only obligation which this notice 
puts upon the receiver and manager is to avoid applying these assets 
after the notice in actual payment of principal or interest to debenture- 
holders before satisfying thereout the preferential claim. There does 
not appear to be any direct authority upon this point, but in my 
judgment the first view is the correct one, and I accordingly find that 
the defendant has committed a breach of his statutory duty under 
section 107 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and I assess 
the damages for such breach at the sum of £50.—Counset, H. H. 
Daw; Samuel Moses. Souicrtors, G. H. Barber & Son; Reginald 


George Davis. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar. “Barrister-at-Law.] 


PHILLIMORE ». WATFORD RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
Eve, J. 15th July. 


WATERCOURSE—DISCHARGE OF SEWAGE EFFLUENT—NATURAL STREAM OR 
Watercourse—Sewer—Pusiic Heattn Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 55), ss. 16, 17. 


An agricultural ditch or channel constructed by a landowner on his 
land for the purpose of carrying off surface water, but in which there 
is no constant flow of water, is not a natural stream or watercourse 
within the meaning of section 17 of the Public Health Act, 1875. Such 
a channel is a sewer within section 4, but it falls within the first of 
the three classes of excepted sewers enumerated in section 13, and is 
not therefore vested in the local authority. 


Sykes v. Sowerby Urban District Council (1900, 1 Q. B. 584) applied. 


This was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 
allowing a sewage effluent to flow over the plaintiff’s land. In October, 
1900, the predecessor in title of the plaintiff conveyed to the defendants 
certain land to be used as a site for a pumping outfall for the sewage 
of Radlett, which land was surrounding by land belonging to the plain- 
tiff. The defendante alleged that the effluent was a pure effluent dis- 
charged into a natural watercourse, and that they were entitled so to 
discharge it by implied or express grant from their vendor and by their 
statutory powers. In the alternative they pleaded that the watercourse 
was a sewer within section 16 of the Public Health Act, 1875, into 
which they were entitled to discharge the effluent. The channel or 
watercourse was an agricultural ditch made by the landowner for the 
sole purpose of draining his land and removing from it superfluous 
water. There was no constant flow of water along it, but it was in dry 
weather a carrier of drainage effluent only, and in wet weather a mix- 
ture of drainage effluent and surface water. 

Eve, J.—In my opinion there is neither an implied nor express grant 
of the right to discharge the effluent on the plaintiff’s land, and the 
defendants, if they are to succeed on this part of the case, must do 60 
under the statutory powers. These are to be found in gections 16 and 
17 of the Public Health Act, 1875. It is true that section 17 is restric- 
tive in its terms, but, read in conjunction with section 16, section 17 
shows that the powers conferred by section 16 include a power to dis- 
charge sewage effluent into a natural stream or watercourse. The 
channel into which the effluent is in fact discharged by the defendants 
is the channel into which the surface water from the rising ground on 
each side of it finds its way, and by which it is carried off. The 
channel is fed by surface water alone, and when this has run off it is 





dry until further rainfall renews the supply. The defendants’ case is 
that with these characteristics the channel is either a natural stream or 
watercourse or a sewer within the sections I have referred to. In my 
opinion it is neither one nor the other. It is certainly not a natural 
stream, and although, in one sense, no doubt, every channel along which 
water flows may be said to be a watercourse, and every channel which, 
by location and surroundings, is the inevitable collector and conductor 
of surface water from any particular area, may fairly be said to be a 
natural watercourse, this channel is not, in my opinion, a natural water- 
course within the Act. Section 17 deals with a stream, watercourse, 
canal, pond or lake, and is directed to the maintenance of the standard 
of purity of the water in such stream, watercourse, canal, pond or lake ; 
it contemplates, I think, something in which water is for practical pur- 
poses constantly present, and not a mere shallow depression such as I 
am here dealing with along which there is no constant flow of water, 
but which is alternately in dry weather a carrier of drainage effluent 
only, and in wet weather of.a mixture of drainage effluent and surface 
water. From what I have just said, it will be gathered that the 
channel is a sewer within the definition of section 4 of the Act, and 
prima facie it is vested in the defendants, as the local authority within 
whose district it is situate. If it is so vested in them, then the defen- 
dants are justified in using it for the conveyance of the effluent; but 
if it is not eo vested, then the plaintiff is entitled to call upon them to 
discontinue such user. The question therefore whether this sewer is 
vested in the defendants is the one with which I now have to deal. I 
am satisfied from the evidence adduced at the trial and from my own 
examination that it falls within the first of the three classes of excepted 
sewers enumerated in section 13 of the Act, and is not therefore vested 
in the defendants under that section. It is nothing but an agricultural 
ditch made by the landowner for the sole purpose of draining his land 
or removing from it superfluous water—made, that is to say, for the 
more profitable use of the land, and made therefore by a person for his 
own profit. Some point was sought to be made of the fact that ite 
course follows the line along which the natural drainage of the catch- 
ment area travels, and it was suggested that this consideration fixes 
upon it characteristics which suffice to remove it from the exceptions. 
But there is no substance in this submission; the course which the 
ditch follows is the obvious and natural one to be adopted by a land- 
owner desirous of making it as effective as possible for the purposes for 
which it is made; that is to say, the carrying off of water from his 
land. All the facts bring this part of the case entirely within the deci- 
sion of the Court of Appeal in Sykes v. Sowerby Urban District 
Council (1900, 1 Q. B. 584), and the defendants have, in my opinion, 
wholly failed to establish any right or title to discharge their effluent 
into the plaintiff's ditch. Accordingly the plaintiffs are entitled to an 
injunction to restrain the defendants from causing or permitting any 
sewage effluent or sewage to flow or be discharged from their sewage 
farm or any part thereof into the ditch or sewer belonging to the 
plaintiff.—Counser, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Fischer Williams; 
Clayton, K.C., and Harman. Soxtcrrors, Burgoynes & Co.; E. W. 
Reeves, for Sedqwick, Turner, Sworder, & Wilson, Watford. 
[Reported by 8. B. Wrrtrams, Barristcr-at-Law.] 


. . 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
. . . 
Division. 
. 
CAVENDISH v. CAVENDISH. Evans, P. 30th June. 
Divorce—PRactIcE—PERMANENT MAINTENANCE—REGISTRAR’S REPORT 

RECOMMENDING QUARTERLY PaymMENTS Durinec Jornr Lives—Matrt- 

MONIAL Causes Act, 1907 (7 Epw. 7, c. 12), s. 1, suB-sECTION 

(2)—DEcREE NOT MADE ABSOLUTE—ORDER nunc pro tunc FOR MONTHLY 

PAYMENTS. ° 

The court has power, under the provisions of the Matrimonial Causes 
Act, 1907, to make an order for the payment by a husband to his 
wife during their joint lives of a weekly or monthly sum of money, 
and such order may be made before decree absolute by way of con- 
firmation of the usual registrar's report recommending such an order, 
such confirmation to be nunc pro tunc, and the order made operative as 
from the date of the decree absolute. 

Motion to confirm the registrar’s report upon a petition for permanent 
maintenance. The petitioner (the wife) obtained a decree nisi with an 
order for custody of the children on the 22nd of July, 1912, and that 
decree had not yet been made absolute. The report contained, inter 
aliz, a statement that the means of the respondent (the husband) were 
derived by him under an indenture of settlement which contained a 
‘** spendthrift clause’’ and a gift over of the income, and a consequent 
recommendation that there should be an order for payment only against 
the respondent, and not one for security. There was also a further 
recommendation that the payments should be quarterly as from the 
date of the decree absolute. Counsel for the petitioner moved to confirm 
the report, subject to the substitution of monthly for quarterly pay- 
ments, monthly or weekly payments only being prescribed by the statute 
(supra). Counsel for the respondent did not approve the amendment of 
the report, and contended that under section 1, sub-section (2) of the 
statute (swpra), by virtue of which the order must be made, if at all, 
there was no jurisdiction to make the order before decree absolute. He 
submitted that it was clear that that was so under sub-section (1), and 
the words “in any such case’’ clearly introduced a similar limitation into 








742 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Aug. 16, 1913. 

















the operation of sub-section (2). He also objected to the amount which the 
learned registrar recommended that the respondent should be ordered to 
pay to the petitioner. Counsel for the petitioner in reply : The regis- 
trar had reported in favour. of an order as from the date of the decree 
absolute. That was all that was asked for. He submitted that it 
was clear that a report recommending security could be confirmed at 
once: Waterhouse v. Waterhouse (1895, P. 284). There was no reason 
why the petitioner should be at a disadvantage in that respect, because 
the reepondent had no property against which an order for security 
could be made. Midwinter v. Midwinter (1892, P. 23, 36 Soxicrrors’ 
JournaL, 12, 40 W. R. 33) was also in point. 

Evans, P., said that it was conceded that the order could be made if 
the decree had been made absolute. He saw no difficulty in making it 
The report would be confirmed with the substitution of 
monthly for quarterly payments, and the order would come into opera- 
tion when the decree nist was made absolute.—Counset, for the 
petitioner, Barnard, K.C., and W. O. Willis; for the respondent, Bay- 
ford. Soxtcrrors, for the petitioner, Bower, Cotton, d& Bower; for 
the respondent, //enry Pumfrey d& Son. 


nune pro tunc. 


[Reported by C. P. Hawkes, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 
Order in Council under the County Courts 
Admiralty Jurisdiction Act, 1868. 


1. This Order may be cited as ‘‘ The County Courts (Admiralty Juris 
diction) Order in Council, 1913.”"’ 


2. ‘The County Court mentioned in the first column of the Schedule 
hereto annexed shall have \dmiralty Jurisdiction, 

5. The Districts of the County Courts, the names of which are printed 
in the second column of the Schedule hereto annexed, are hereby 
assigned to the Court which is hereby appointed to have Admiralt) 
jurisdiction as the district for Admiralty purposes ‘ 

4. The first Schedule annexed to ‘‘ The County Courts (Admiralty 
Jurisdiction) Order in Council, 1899,’’ shall be read with the substitu 
tion of the Schedule annexed to this Order for so much of the Schedule 
annexed to the County Courts (Admi alty Jurisdiction) Order in Coun 


cil, 1899, as applies to the Court Districts mentioned in the second 
column of the Schedule hereto annexed. 
5. This Order shall come into operation on the 1st day of September 
next Avtmeric FitzRoy. 
12th August, 1913 
SCHEDULE. 


Column 1. Column 2, 
Name of the Court to have The Court Districts which-are to 
Admiralty Jurisdiction, he for Admir:lty Purposes the 
District of the Court printed im 
Column 1, 


Court District of Held at 


the County of 


The County 


Court of Held at 


Bl ick pool and 


Blaek pool and : 
Lancashire ; 
Fleetwood 


Lancashire - 
| Fleetwood | 





The Winter Assizes. 


Orders in Council have been made under the Winter Assizes Acts, 
1876 and 1877, uniting the following counties for the purposes of the 
winter assizes : 

Assize County No. 1.—Cumberland and Westmorland; Assizes to be 
held at Carlisle. 

Assize County No. 2.—Leicester and Rutland; Assizes to be held at 
Leicester. 

Assize County No. 3.—Huntingdon and Cambridge; Assizes to be 
held at the Shire Hall, Chesterton, Cambridgeshire. 

_Assize County No. 4.—Montgomery and Merioneth, Denbigh and 
Flint ; Assizes to be held at Ruthin. 

Assize County No. 5.—Carrarvon and Anglesey; Assizes to be held 
at Carnarvon. 

Assize County No. 6.—Carmarthen (county and borough), Pembroke, 
Haverfordwest (town and county), and Cardigan; Assizes to be held at 
Carmarthen 

Assize County No. 7.—Brecknock and Radnor; Assizes to be held at 
Brecon 

The Orders are printed in the London Gazette of the 12th inst. 





Lord Morley of Blackburn, Ear! Beauchamp, and Sir H. H. Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., have been appointed Commissioners for the care and 
custody of the Great Seal during Lord Haldane’s absence from England. 
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THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 
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Debenture Stock oe a pom ... £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 


Forms of Pr aland full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
—_ v G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 





Societies. 
Manchester Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the society was held 
on ‘Tuesday, the 29th of July, 1913, at the Law Library, Kennedy 
street. The chair was taken by the President, Mr. A. Tarbolton. 

The account of the treasurer’s receipts and disbursements for the 
year ending 3lst of December, 1912 (previously audited by two of the 
members) was submitted and passed, and the officers and committee 
were elected for the forthcoming year, including Mr. J. McDonald, 
president, and Mr. A. F. Maclure, vice-president. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee, which 
was adopted : 

Membership.—The society now consists of 398 members, being a net 
increase of seven during the year. Since the last annual meeting seven- 
teen new members have been elected. 

Mr. Samson’s Address.—Mr. C. L. Samson attended a meeting of 
your commyttee held on 29th of October, 1912, and asked for support 
to strengthen the hands of the Council of the Law Society in connec 
tion with the following important questions referred to by him in his 
presidential address at Cardiff : (1) The reduction of expenses attend 
ing litigation, especially the onerous fees to counsel now obtaining ; 
2) the need for making taxed costs a practical indemnity to a success 
ful litigant; (3) the removal of the restrictions on contracts between 


solicitors and clients as to costs. A special meeting of your 
committee was subsequently held on the 8th of November, 1912, 
when the following resolution was passed: ‘‘That this com 


mittee, without committing themselves in any way to details, 
express general concurrence with the views expressed by the President 
of the Law Society in his address at Cardiff on the following points : 
(1) That some of the existing bar and taxation rules as to counsel's 
fees require modification; (2) that the taxation of costs as between 
party and party should in practice include all costs, charges, and ex 
penses reasonably necessary or proper for the attainment of justice, 
or for defending the rights of the party (see Order LXV., r. 27 [29]) ; 
(3) that greater liberty should be allowed to solicitors than they at 
present possess of contracting with their clients in relation to the costs 
of litigation, but that this committee consider that any alteration of 
the law in this respect must be subject to proper safeguards, which 
they desire to have full opportunity of considering before committing 
themselves to any proposed alteration.’’ Your committee at the same 
time requested the Law Society not to come to any final decision before 
conferring with the Associated Provincial Societies. 

Royal Commission on Legal Delays in the King’s Bench Division.— 
Upon the announcement being made that a Royal Commission was 
about to be appointed to consider the legal delays in the King’s Beneh 
Division, yopyr committee consulted with the Liverpool Law Society and 
addressed communications to the Lord Chancellor, the Prime Minister, 
the local Members of Parliament, the Manchester Corporation, and 
the Manchester Chamber of Commerce, with a view to obtaining the 
appointment on the Commission of a solicitor practising in Manchester 
or Liverpool, and they are glad to report that, in consequence as they 
believe of their efforts and those of the Liverpool Law Society, Mr. 
C. H. Morton was appointed a member of the Commission. Your 
committee and the committee of the Liverpool Law Society also agreed 
that joint action should be taken by the two societies with a view to 
evidence being received by the Commission from a representative of the 
two societies on the following lines : (1) That the standard of efficiency 
which ought to be adopted in considering the number of judges re- 
quired for the trial of actions in the King’s Bench Division in London 
is that provision should be made whereby every such action can be 
heard within one month after it has been set down for trial; (2) that 
greater care should be taken in the preparation of the daily cause list 
so as to insure (as far as practicable) that no more actions are inserted 
than are likely to be reached; (3) that it is desirable that divisional 
courts should be abolished and that all appeals should go direct to the 
Court of Appeal, and matters now heard by a divisional court con- 
sisting of one judge should be heard by a judge of the King’s Bench 
Division with a right of appeal to the Court of Appeal; (4) that if 
divisional courts are retained, provision should be made that when two 
judges are present on assize they should have power to sit as a divi 
sional court. to take business arising from the district in which the 
assize is held: (5) that the long vacation should be shortened by making 
it extend only from 1st of August to 30th of September; (6) that the 
existing facilities for the disposal of civil business at Liverpool and 
Manchester should not be curtailed; (7) that the present state of the 
cause list in London, with its increasing arrears, clearly demonstrates 
the necessity for an increase in the number of judges of the King’s 
Bench Division, and probably also of lords justices. The Liverpool 
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Society paid Sir William Cobbett the honour of suggesting that he practice will be carried on under the style of Sparks, Whitehouse, 


should give evidence as the representative of the two societies. A | Russell, & Co. 








joint communication from the two societies was sent to the Secretary . ° 

of the Royal Commission, and your committee are pleased to report | Dissolution. 

that the Commissioners intimated their willingness to hear Sir William, | Tuomas Cuartes Mits, Tuomas Prercy Mitts, and Artraur FRANK 
and he subsequently attended and gave evidence before them. Cxark, solicitors (Meredith, Mills, & Clark), 8. New-square, Lincoln’s- 


Legal Education.—Y our committee have had under consideration the | jinn, W.C. July 3l. So far as regards Arthur Frank Clark, who retires 
suggestion, emanating from the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies, that | from the firm.» [Gazette, Aug. 8. 


an order of the judges should be applied for under section 13 of the . nga 
Solicitors Act, 1877, providing that one year’s attendance at a law 
school prior to articles, followed by the passing of an examination General. 
approved by the Law Society at the close of such year, shall operate | ; ae a. . 
1 It is announced that the court sittings of the Judicial Committee of 


in lieu of one year’s service under articles. The suggestion was opposed ; : : : Oe ; 
by this society’s delegates at the annual meeting of the Associated Pro- | the Privy Council have been fixed provisionally for 16th of October, 
vincial Law Societies, your committee disapproving of any further ex- | When the list will include appeals set down for hearing on or before 
emptions from service under Articles. Subsequently on the application | 9th of October. Colonial appeals will be taken first. At present it is 
of the Law Society such an order was made applicable to their classes | ¢Xpected that cases from the Gold Coast, the Seychelles, and New 
and examination in London. South Wales will be on for hearing between 16th and 20th of October. 
Inland Revenue A ffidavits.—During the year a change of practice was In the House of Commons on Tuesday, the Chancellor of the Ex 
initiated at the Inland Revenue Office, Manchester, under which death chequer, on the order for the committee on the Revenue Bill, said 
duties are not received and forms of account for death duties are not | that he had, according to his promise. made efforts to adjust the differ- 
kept at that office. Your committee communicated with the Somerset | ences between sections of the House with a view to saving the Bill. 
House authorities and with the Liverpool Law Society, and came to| He very much regretted that after a good deal of effort on his part 
the conclusion that the new regulations would not cause inconvenience | and on the part of those who were interested negotiation had failed, 
or lead to additional expense or delay, and they issued a circular letter | and it was now his duty to move that the order be discharged. It was 
to the members of the society on the subject. quite impossible to proceed with the Bill in view of the amendments 
Ticensing Consolidation Act, 1910.—An effort is being made to obtain | of which notice had been given. 
an alteration of the rules of the Lancashire Quarter Sessions so as to The twentieth annual country meeting of the Auctioneers’ and Estate 
give solicitors equal rights of audience at all meetings of the Committee Agents’ Institute of the United Kingdom will be held at Folkestone 
of Quarter Sessions appointed to deal with matters under the above during the first week of next month. The principal business meeting 
Act. and your committee have appointed a special sub-committee, con- | wi}] be opened in the Town Hall on Thursday, 4th of September, by 
sisting of the president, vice-president, Sir William Cobbett, Mr. Hart, the Mayor. An address will be given by the president of the institute, 
Mr. Hockin, and the hon. secretary to deal with the matter. Mr. B. T’Anson Breach (Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, Egerton, Breach, 
Examination of Abstracts of Wills at District Registry.—The follow Galsworthy, & Co.), who will afterwards entertain the members to 
ing communication has been received from Mr. Registrar Mais : ‘‘ 31st | junch at the Royal Pavilion Hotel. There will be a dinner at the hotel 
of October, 1912. Sir,—I have to inform you that I have to-day re- | jn the evening. - 
ceived permission from the Senior Registrar to allow. solicitors and In the House of Commons on Wednesday. Mr. Hogge drew attention 
their clerks to examine abstracts of titles with the registered copy of | 4, Lord Newton’s Betting Inducements Bill and the Bill dealing with 
a will on payment of the search fee only (1s.). If it is desired to ready-money football betting, and asked the Prime Minister whether 
we > — —s ———- will a fee of 2s. is chargeable.- he could give any indication as to the intentions of the Government 
-S. UO. Mais, District hegistrar. to deal with the evil of betting. Mr. Asquith : The question of legisla 
Stamp Duty on Assent by Executors fo Bequest of Leaseholds, A he. with regard to this matter will continue to receive the serious 
decision as to stamp duty which is of interest to the profession Was | sttention of the Government. The authorities are fully alive to the 
brought to the notice of your committee in the following letter to the necessity for enforcing the existing law, and in this connection I would 
hon. secretary from Messrs. Briggs, Crosse, & Whitworth : ‘Dear refer to the reply given by the Home Secretary to my hon. friend on 
Sir,—There has been considerable doubt amongst members of the pro nts of Aneel tout . . 
arornge re e mor ene — by preety 7 gee a In the ans ot Commons, on the 7th inst., Mr. Swift MacNeill asked 
a ye mend any, sequats ao bans — owe Ency: © | the Prime Minister whether he could now say at what time the second 
pedia of Forms, on page 632 of Volum? 5. expressed the opinion that - : cae a : 7 Petia, epee age ‘ 
: reading of the Sir Stuart Montagu Samuel Indemnity Bill would be 
no stamp duty was payable, but stated that it was understood that : . tak tien a Ge atts te & Glace 
the Commissioners contended that a 10s. stamp was necessary. We f sumciens time woun *; liar Towle, iste” ail 
have just submitted for adjudication an assent by an executor under | Of the relative positions as affecting the Parliamentary status 0 
: ; . . , ’ atenl Cad: Government contractors who were members of private firms and of 
hand only, and it has been returned by the Commissioners ‘adjudged | *' : , tis: Aiden: 2 taetedediel teadine 
not chargeable with any stamp duty.’ We think this may be of interest Government contractors | w pa bib ee . = as = bn Bowe I th + ye otal 
to you and the committee of the Law Society.—Yours truly, Briggs companies contracting with Government epartmen Ber mage 4, “ ; 
taken ylace on ns sub )]ec lave es 3 é agree e sf 
the dedi of caneanth I fear it is impossible to proceed further 
with this Bill. 
The necessity for placing theeGreat Seal in Commission, says the 
Legal News. Times, has arisen through the Lord Chancellor’s acceptance of the in- 
. vitation of the American Bar Association to deliver the annual address 
Changes of Partnership. of the Association in Montreal on 1st of September. Lord Haldane, 
secs who ‘will be accompanied by his sister, Miss Haldane. will leave in The 
Admission. Tusitania on 23rd of August. and will snend a few days in New York. 
Mr. E. Ampniett Wuitenovse, late of 3, Temple-gardens, Temple, | He will be back in England on 8th of September. The holder of the 
barrister-at-law, has been readmitted as a solicitor, and has joined the | office of Lord Chancellor has occ asionally left this country for reasons 
of health, but not on a public mission. This, it is believed, will be 
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the first time since the days of Henry VIII. that a Lord Chancellor 
has left the United Kingdom to fulfil a public engagement. The last 
Lord Chancellor to do so was Cardinal Wolsey, who was sent on a 
mission to France, when the Great Seal was placed in the keeping of 
Dr. Taylor, Master of the Rolls. 

In his farewell address to the Congress of Medicine, on Tuesday, 
Sir Thomas Barlow, the president, said : As they were all aware, the 
commercial classes throughout Europe had done excellent work in pre 
venting war or stopping its extension. Surely they as medical men, 
with all the influence they now possessed, should be able to do similar 
good work in their respective countries. They assembled in Congress 
to discuss without regard to race or country various problems of medi- 
cine in its scientific application to the relief of the sickness and suffer- 
ings of humanity; and that being so, surely it was inconceivable that 
they should go back to their different countries and make tio effort to 
prevent the nations to which they belonged from engaging in bloody 
strife. Therefore his parting word to them was that they should make 
their united influence in the promotion of peace. 


About fifty British delegates, says the ZJimes, representing the 
National Peace Council, the Peace Society, the International Arbitra 
tion Association, and the International Arbitration League, will attend 
the twentieth Universal Peace Congress at The Hague. The meetings 
of the various committees of the Congress will take place on 18th and 
19th of August, and on the 20th the Congress proper will open in the 
Ridderzaal and continue for four days. The most important item on 
the agenda is the limitation of armaments and their gradual and pro 
portional reduction, which will be the subject of a paper by Professor 
Ouidde, of the Bavarian Parliament. Papers will be read by M. Yves 
Guyot and Mr. Norman Angell on Commercial Rivalry and Inter 
national Relations, and a Dutch delegate, M. van Vollenhoven, will 
read a paper on ‘‘ The Enforcement of Sanctions ir International Law 
by means of an International Police Force.” 


It has just been discovered, says the 7'imes, that two bequests from 
the fortunes of the Arkwright family, of Willersley Castle, near Mat- 
lock, have been lying dormant for many years. It appears that Mr. F. C. 
Arkwright, of Willersley Castle, the present descendant of Sir Richard 
Arkwright, the inventor of the spinning machine which revolutionized 
the cotton trade, became aware that in what used to be known as the 
Arkwright Bank at Wirksworth, now the Capital and Counties Bank, 
there was a sum left to charity by the son of Sir Richard, Mr. Richard 
Arkwright, and that it had not been used since 1843. Mr. Arkwright, 
who is president of the Wirksworth Cottage Hospital, immediately gave 
directions for investigation, and on Monday he passed over to the 
governors the sums discovered in the bank—namely, £500 in Consols 
and two sums of £415 and £267, a total of £1,182, to be invested for 
the hospital. In searching the old documents relating to this bequest 
another balance, £69, was found in the will of Mr. Peter Arkwright, 
who died in 1866, and this the executors have added to the above 
amount as a donation to the hospital. 


In the House of Lords on Wednesday, after the Commons’ amend- 
ments to the Appellate Jurisdiction Bill had been considered and agreed 
to, the Lord Chancellor said he would like to take that opportunity 
of saying that this Bill, which they had been trying for a long time 
to get through, had now passed. It added two Law Lords to the 
Judicial Committee, who would be available, not only for the services 
of that House, but also for the services of the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council. It also made other provisions for strengtherfing the 
Privy Council. The supreme appellate tribunals of the Empire would 
now be in a materially stronger position than they had been before, 
and he thought he could see how, if any changes were to take place in 
the constitution of that House, they would be within easy sight of 
such rearrangements as would give them a supreme tribunal for the 
Empire really worthy of the tremendous extent of the King’s Domin- 
ions. At all events, this Bill had cleared the road for those things, 
and their lordships would have the first opportunity of considering 
them at a later stage if it should be, as he hoped it would be, in the 
power of the Government to make further proposals on the subject. 
The Earl of Selborne : I think I have got an hereditary right to con- 
gratulate the Lerd Chancellor on the passing of this Bill. 

Judgment was given, says the J'imes, in Liverpool Police Court, on 
Wednesday, by the stipendiary magistrate in a test case under the 
Shops Act, in which Messrs. Peter Walker & Sons, brewers, were 
charged with neglecting as occupiers of a public-house to specify the 
day on which John Moorhouse Todd, the licensee, was not employed 
after 1.30. The stipendiary said it was established by the evidence 
that Todd paid neither rent nor rates. The business was carried on for 
the sole benefit of the company. and the terms and conditions of 
Todd’s employment were governed by agreement. He found that Todd 
was merely a servant of the company, and it was in discharge of his 
duties as such servant that he held the licence. He found without 
hesitation that the company was the occupier, Todd’s ox cupation, if he 
could be said to have any, being compulsory occupation in his capacity 
as servant of the company. The fact that the premises were licensed 
premises made no difference. It was clear from perusal of the Act 
that it was the intention of Parliament to use the word “ occupier ”’ 
in the sense of employer, and he did not think the Act contemplated 
the possibility of a shop assistant falling also within the category of 
occupier. He convicted the defendant company and imposed a fine of 
5s. and costs, remarking that he was desirous of giving every facility 
to assist the defendants in getting his decision reviewed. 





Compared with July, 1912, says the Times, the realizations officially 
registered at the Estate Exchange shew an approximate decline of one 
raillion sterling in the month :— 








July, 1912. | July, 1913. 





. > 
The Mart ... ve “ ees on we 521,454 | 281,285 
Country and suburban ... ee ae oe 1,570,175 924,537 
Private contract ... aus a us ane 363,040 | 290,008 





Total ... =~ wee soe . | £2,454,669 | £1,495,%: 








Way Pay Rent! Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scottish Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Liutrep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 


Angnat 21.—Messrs, H. E, Fosrer & Orawriecp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions and 
Policies of Assurance (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

















. ° ° 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luatrep rm Onamworey. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Aug 8. 

APPOLLO Sreamsuip Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented July 30, directed to be 
heard Aug 20. W.& W. Stocken, 49, Leadenhall st, solors for the petnr. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of 
Aug 19. 

LION LINE, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to R. J. Turn-r, 1, Fenchurch av, liquidator. 

MANCHESTER COASTING AND GENERAL SurprinG Co, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION) 
—(Creditors are required, on or befure Aug 30, to send their names and address s, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Edward Bowen, 7, Brazennose 
st, Manchester. Farrer Morgan & Co, Manchester, solors for the liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUEsDAY, Aug 5. 

ABERFORD GAs Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 12, to send_ their 
nemes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Henry Shaw, Market pl, Dewsbury, liquidator. 

G. Bircw & Co, Ltp.--Creditors are required, on or before Sept 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Ellis Hall, 25. Brazenuose st, Manchester. Tallent-Bateman & Co, Manchester, so.ors 
for the liquidator. : 

MITCHELL BROTHERS (LOND N) Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 7 directed to 
be heard Oct 14. Coopman, 5,Giltspur st, solor for the petnr. Notice of apprar- 
ing must reach the aboved named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 13 

VIENNA Ice Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or, before Sept 23, tojse .d:their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts, or claims, to Luke Bishop, Edwin Hayes, 
James E. Costello, 28, Basinghall st, liquidators. 





Resolutions tor Winang-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Aug 8. 
Fox & LErwis (1912), Lrp. 
TEXAS OILFIELDS, LTp. 
EXCELSIOR BAZAAR CO, LTD. 
Joun Wuite & Co AGENCIES, LTD. 
L. M. WitKEs & Co, Lrp. 
PORTMADOC STEAM TUG Co, LTD. 
ANGLO-MEXICAN OPpTions, LTb. 
BRITISH DEFERDUSSIN AEROPLANE Co, LTp. 
CAR Sports, LTp. 
London Gazette—TUESDAT, Aug 12. 
PEEL, TooTAL & Co, LTD. 
FANSHAWES, LTD. 
INTERNATIONAL COPPER Co, LTD, 
STANDARD WoopwoRrk Co, LTb. 
HERBERT Harvey & Co, LTD. 
WILLIAM Hastines & Co, LTD. 
LANGLEY Moor TEMPE‘ANCE CLUB AND INSTITUTE, LTD. 
Lucas & PavuLina, Ltp. 
J. Smita & Son, Lp. 
BRITISH ELECTROMOBILE Co, LTD. 
DerBy CoaL Co, LTD. 
LEEDS MUTUAL SUPPLY SocrETty, LTD, 
NANTIAGO MINING Co, LYD. 
Norta-East LANCASHIRE CLOTHING AND SurrLy Co., Ltp. 
LEECH-CORBETT, LTD. 
VIENNA Ice Co, Lp. 
PAULINE ET Crk, LTD. 
LIVERPOCL BARGE AND COALING Co, LTD. 
NEEDWOOD STEAMSHIP CO, LTP. 
ERNEST Hosss, Lp. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Aug. 5. 

ASKAM, JOHN FAIRBURN, Kingston upon Hull Sept 15 Barker & Mayfield, Hull 
BARRY, WILLIAM, Scarborough Sept 17 Turnbull & Sons, Scarboroagh _ 
BoWKER, WILLIAM, York, Asphalt Contractor Sept 16 Crombie & Sons, York 
BRECKELL, WILLIAM, Bolton Septl Gaulter, Fleetw 
CHALLEN, Dorcas FRANCES, Cocking, nr Midhurst, Sussex Sept 2 Johnson & Clarence, 

Midhurst 
CLARK, THOMAS JAMES ARMOUR, Gore Hill, New South Wales Sept 11 Sladen & 

Wing, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster 
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Cox, Harky Dova.as, Ardhallow Upton, Chester, Cotton Buyer Aug 31 Batesons & 


Co, Liverpool 
DOWGLASS, SARAH ELIZABETH PRIDEAUX, Salcombe, Devon Aug 30 Iliffe & Co, 
Bedford row 


ro 
FEASTER, ee ANN, Burniston, nr Scarborough Sept 17 Turnbull & Sons, Scar- 


ug 
FirtH, ELIZABETH, Lindley, Huddersfield Sept 1 Sykes, Huddersfield 
GERN, FaNNyY, Boundary rd, Notting Hill Aug 31 Ranger & Co, Fenchurch st 
GILES, WILLIAM GEORGE, Southville, Bristol, Pattern Maker at Ironworks Sept 5 
Usher, Bristol 
Gray, HERBERT CHARLES, Lothair rd, Finsbury Park, Railway Clerk Sept 8 King & 
Co, Queen Victeria st 
HAMPTON, GEORGE, Evesham, Worcester Sept 22 Byrch & €o, Evesham 
HOLGATE, STEPHEN, Sawley, Yorks, Farmer Sept 19 J and T Eastham, Clitheroe 
JOHNSON, LOUISA MARIA, Scarborough Sept 15 Barker & Maytield, Hull 
KinG, MARTHA, Stanford le Hope, Essex y oh 30 Martin, Gravesend 
LAVER, EDWIN, Glastonbury, Cattle Dealer Sept 1 Austin & Bath, Glastonbury 
LEDIARD, ELIZABETH Mary, George st, Portman sq Sept 15  Boxill & Boxall, 
ancery In 
Lewis, ANN&, Cwmbran, Mon Sept 10 Evans, Newort, Mon 
Lewis, Rev Davip, Cwmbran, Mon Sept 10 Evans, Newport, Mon 
MATYEAR, EpwakD, Crabtree Farm, Fulbam, Market Gardener Aug 30 Flegg & Son, 
Laurence Pountney hill : 
MorFitT, THOMAS ALEXANDER ALLDEN, Gateshead, Hardwareman 
jun, Gateshead 
OSBORNE, ARTHUR THOMAS, Colchester Sept 1 Elwes & Co, Colchester 
ROTHERY, JONAS, Holmfleld, Halifax, Mason Sept 16 Jubb & Co, Halifax 
RuCK, JOHN, Hereford Sept1 Foster, Malvern 
TAYLOR, GeoRGE, Blythe rd, West Kensington 
Piccadilly 
TURNILL, CHARLES HENRY, Stamford, Lincs Sept 19 Atter, Stamford 
WALTON, EL!ZABETH, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts Sept1 Day & Jarvis, Nottingham 
WARD, ANNE, Stratford, Essex Sept 13 Singleton, Essex st, Strand 
WHITE, ELIZABETH, Manchester Sept5 Pegge & Hillinge, Manchester 
YOUNG, ELIZABETH ANN, Fulford, Yorks Sept 16 Shafioe & Son, York 
YouNG, WILLIAM FOWLER, Fulford, Yorks Sept 16 Shaftoe & Son, York 
Lo don Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 8. 
ALLEN, cay Saeeem, Newtown, Soberton, Hants Sept 10 
faltham 
BANTING, CHARLES VINCENT, Vienna, Austria Sept 18 Bantinz, Chancery !n 
BARKER, HERBERT WILLIAM, Bridgwater, Ironmonger Aug 23 Reed & Reed, Bridg- 


Fortwith Lumsden, 


Aug 30 Bartlett & Gluckstein, 


Gunner & Sons Bishop's 


water 
GIRDLESTONE, MARY ELIZABETH HUNT, Wynnstay gdns, Kensington Sept6 Bennett 
& Ferris, Coleman st 
GREENHILL, LAURENCE CKECIL, Henleyon Thames Sept 15 Vernon & Co, Coleman st 
HIBBERT, ROBERT, Southali, Middix Sept 19 Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge 
HILDREW, THOMAS, South Hylton, Durham Sept 30 Rits»n & Hope, Sunderland 
HUNT, HENRY, Biriningham, Licensed Victualler Sept 13 Gateley & sons, Birmingham 
ISAACSON, ALICE, Linton, Cambridge S-pt 8 Morse & Uo, Budge row 
JOHNSON, JANE, Bilsdale Midcoble, Yorks Sept 1 Carrick, Stokesley 
Lew7A8, ELLEN, Blackpool Aug 30 Read, Blackpool 
MCDOWELL, FRANCIS, Whitehaven Sept 6 Chapman & Baxter, Whitehaven 


| JORDAN, JOHN, 


MAKUNA, MONTAGUE DUNCAN, Trealaw, Glam 





MAPPIN, JOHN NEWTON, Epsom, Gold and Silversmith Sept 25 Edwards, Coleman st 

MILLER, ARTHUR ALFRED, Eastbourne Sept 5 Arnold, Eastbourne 

MunNtT, GEORGE WILLIAM, Cross st, Hattoa gdn, Stationer Oct 1 Hughes & Sons, John 
st, Bedford row 

OXLEY, OSCAR STARLING, Gravesend, Kent Aug31 Wood, Finsbury sq 

PAUL, Eviza, Penzance Seyt 16 JP & T St M Milton Penzance 

St AUBYN, ALICE Mary, Gloucester terr, Hyde Park Sept 1 Dawson & Co, New sq 

SMITH, JABEZ, Marton, Blackpool Aug 22 Butcher, Blackpool 

SPRAY. MARY, Ninfield, nr Battle, Sussex Sept:0 Galsworthy, Old Jewry chmbrs 

bi —- Honoris, Lourdes, France Sept 8 Rooper & Whately, Lincoln's Inn 

elds . 

SUTTLE, CHARLOTTE, Bradford Sept 10 Richardson & Co, Bradford 

SwWivT, CHARLES EDWARD, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler Sept 10 Ryland & Co, 
Birmingham 

THOMAS, ELIZABETH ANN, Handsworth, Staffs Sept 6 

TURNER, CHARLES FREDERICK, Barchestun Kectoiy, Warwick Aug 30 


Rollason, Brimingham 
Haucock & Co, 





Shipston on Stour 


WOMACK, SARAH, Blenheim rd, St John’s Wood Sept 15 Lindsay & Co, Ironmouger In 
WOODHEAD, HENRY, Manchester Sept 20 Lawson & Co, Manchester 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 12. 


BANTING, ADELINE SHEWELL, Vienna, Austria Sept 25 Banting, Chancery In ‘ 

BARKER, HERBERT WILLIAM, Bridgwater, Ironmonger Aug 23 Reed & Reed, Bridg- 
water 

BARRITT, FREDERICK DOUGLAS Sept 14 Atkin, Nottingham 

BERDOE- WILKINSON, EDMOND, Eashing, Surrey Sept 12 Pealey & Co, Bush In 

BERRY, FRANK THOMAS, Plymouth Sept7 Jago, Plymouth 

Bishop, JAMES, Newbury, Berks Sept 20 Marson & Toulmin, Southwark Bridge rd 

Bishop, JOHN, Dolygarreg, Carmarthen, County Court Judge Sept 25 Strick & Bell- 
ingham, Swansea pe 

BISHOP, MATILDA ELLEN, Saint Gabriel's College, Camberwell rd Sept 10 Shield & 
Mackarness, Alresford, Hants 

BRAY, HENRY, Nottingham Sept 5 

Brex, HARRIET, New Barnet, Herts 
fiel 

BULTEEL, MARGARET ARTHUR JANE AUGU: TA, Plymstock, Devon 
& Sons, Plymouth ‘ 

BURROUGH, CATHERINE CICELY, Park Sept 15 Wyatt & Co, St 
Stephen's House, Westminster 

Cox, JOHN, Ramsgate Sept 12 Clarke & Son, High Wycombe 

DAVIS, CHARLES, Bethune rd, Amhurst Park Sept I5 Young & Sons, Mark In 

EDGE, WILLIAM, Bolton, Blue Manufacturer Sept 16 Holden & Holden, Bolton 

GRUNDY, ABEL, Hyde, chester Sept 20 Bostock, Hyde 

HALES, THOMAS GARDINER ROLLS, Hove, Sussex Sept 12 Sydney & Son, Aldersgate st 

HAWKSWORTH, SARAH ANN, Scarborough Sept10 Tgylor, Scarborough 

Edgbaston, Birmingham Sept 1 Bonser & Dawes, Oldbury, nr 
sirmingham 

KING, JAMES RALPH, Prestage st, Poplar Sept 30 

KIRK, REBECCA, Wark, Northamberland Sept8 

KNOX, ALEXANDER FLETCHER, New Brighton, Chester, General 
Read & Brown, Liverpool 

MACKROW, CLEMENT, Woodford, Essex Sept 12 

MACLEAN, HENRY, Maresfield gdns, Ham; stead 


Dawson & Loncaster, Hull a 
Sept 22 Brown & Woolnough, Lincoln's inn 


Sept11 Woolleombe 


rd, Clarenee gate 


E F & H Landon, New Broad st 
LC & HK Lockhart, Hexham 
Merchant Sept 6 
Guillaume & Sons, Salisbury sq 
Sept 23. Winter & Co, Bedford row 
Sept 13 Morgan & Co, Pontypridd 
PALEY, Lieut-Col RAYMOND SOUTH, Wokingham, Berks Sept 20 Marson & Tvuulmin, 

Southwark Bridge rd 
PARKER, JAMES, Aston, Birmingham Sept 30 
PICKUP, JOHN WIMPENNY, Bacup, Lancs Sept 15 
Prick, LLEWELYN GRIFFITH, Denbigh, Gardener 
RAMSAY, Lady CAROLINE CHARLOTIER, Lewes Sept 5 
RENDEL, Rt Hou STUART BAKON, Hatchiands, Su:r.y 
castle upon Tyne 
RICHARDS, JAMES, St Davids, Pembroke Oct 31 Jones & Rees, Liverpool 
RIVINGTON, FRANCIS HANSARD, Connaught sq, Hyde Park Sept 29 Rivington & Son, 
Fenchurch bidgs 
Scott, WILLIAM, Dalston, Cumberland Sept 12 
SPARKES, J, Hampton rd, Forest Gate, Sik and Velvet Importer 
Boreham, Osborne rd, Palmers Green 
SNELL, EDWARD, Nettlestead Hall, Suffolk Ang 30 Hayward & Son, Needham Market 
STEWART, NINIAN BANNATYNR, Torquay Aug 23 Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 
Strauss, Jacos, Luke st, Shoreditch, Stick Importer Sept 30 Oppenheimer & Nathan, 
Finsbury sq 


Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Wright & Co, Bacup 

Sept 6 Davies, Denbigh 

Smythe & Br-ttell, Basinghall! st 
Sept 15 Dees & Thompson, New- 


Wannop & Westmorlind, Carlisle 
Sept13 Lewzey & 


STURT, MARY FRANCIS, Sevenoaks, Kent Sept 18 Sladen & Wing, Queen Anne's 
gate 
TAYLOR, DAVID THOMAS, East Molesey, Surrey Sept 29 Goodman, East Molesey 


TAYLOR, JAMES JEFFERY, St Ai‘ans by the Sea, Northumberland Sept 12 Mather & 
Dickinson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

THACKERAY, ROBERT JOHN GOODMAN HULL, Dovercourt, Essex, Farmer 
& Co, Harwich 

TREVENEN, ADELAIDE, Torquay Sept 30 

WILDERSPIN, Rev FREDERICK GEORGE, Brighton 

WILSON, EpitH, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmorland 
Lonsdale 

W OLSTENCKOFT, 
ches er 


Aug 30 Ward 


Laurence & Co, Linco'n’s inn flelds 
Sept 20 Lambe:t, Brighton 
Sept 13 Pearson & Pearson, Kirkby 





Mary, Garden City, Burnage, Lancs Sept 30 Batty & Co, Man- 








CARTER, GEORGE, 


Nuneaton, 


PARKES, ALFRED EDWARD, Tanbridge Wells, Cycle Agent's 


gr 2 Yoventry 
Photographer Coventry | Ord Ate? 


>. 
| Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 Assistant Tunbridge Wells Pet Aug 2 ‘ } 
Bankruptcy Notices. | CATHIE, Joan Gone, "Euston rd, St Pancras, Free Rees ae ge ye tinzham, Builder Not- 
J : i ; 5 Ord Aug 5 tingham Pet Aug6 Ord Aug6 
London Gazette.—FRripay, Aug. 8. on High Court Pet Aug5 Ord 5 - TOLISFE, WILLIAM, Sowerby Bridge, Yorkshire, 
LL, 


Percy. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. ‘Pet July 23 
ACLAND, THOMAS JACOB, Bridgwater, Stationer 


water Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 


: Edmonton 
Bridg- 


July2 Ord Aug 2 





Upp-r Edmoaton, ‘Mddlx, 
Ord Aug 5 
Dixon, CHARLES, Newnham, Cambridge 


Butcher | 
| Engineey Halifax Pet July 14 Ord Aug 5 
MPSON, JAMES ALFRED, Whitby, Yorks, Fancy Goods 
Dealer Stockton on Tees Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 
WILSON, EpITs IsaneL, Weston super Mare Exeter Pet 


Cambridge Pet | THO 


BALLY, HENRY GEORGE, Southsea, Hants, Portsmouth FURNISS, JOHN, “heffield, Provision Dealer Sheffield Pet : k 
Portsmouth Pet Dec 14 Ord Aug Aug5 Ord Aug 5 Ju'y1 Ord July 31 — Whol 
BARNES, JACK FRANCIS, Smethsick, Staffs, Engincer | GRE*NHALGH, SARAH ELIZA, Bolton Bolton Pet Aug 1 | WOLFSON, H, Prince George rd, Stoke Newington, 1ole- 
West Bromwich Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 Ord Aug 1 | sale Merchant HighCourt Pet July 1 Ord Aug 6 

BISHOP, WILLIAM, Maidstone, Cycle Agent Pet July 8 | HoGgGAN, ELEANOR JANE, Princes sq, Bayswater High | FIRST MEETINGS. 

x Aug 6 Court Pet July 12 Ord as . in 3 » B Caram, Joun Guonce, Biston rd, & Prances, Mfrce 
RAIT " »HED eeming, Sedale, Yorks, s idge, , Butcher Bura- | C: 8, JOHN GEORGE, ms » * ncas, 
AITHWAITE, STEPHEN, Leeming, nr Bedale, Yorks, | HorsFALL, JAMES, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, But« Vintner Aug 18 at11 Bankraptey bidgs, Carey st 


Farmer Northallerton Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 


ley Pet Aug6 Ord Auz6 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


2a, MOOKRGATE STEHRUET, LONYPowm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 
Suitabie Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


*pplication. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 
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FISHER, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Rochester, Kent, Tailor 
Aug 19at3 115, High st, Rochester 
Ho@gaN, ELEANOR JANRE, Princes sq, Bayswater 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
MILeE*, Percy EDWARD, Cante: bury, 
Aug 16 at 11.3) Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
Mopns, JAMES LEONARD, Norwich, Estate Agent Aug 18 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
MUMFORD, FRANCIS, St Austeli. Cornwall, Coal Merchant 
Oif Ree, 12, Princes st, Truro 
5, ALFRED EDWAKD, Rusthall, Tunbridge Wells, 
» Agent's Assistant Aug i6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
1zA, Mariborough pl, Brighton 
, The -Rt Hon Lori GEORGE, Stepney 
Bankrup‘cy bidys, Carey st 
WoLnrson, H, Prince George ru, Stoke Newington, Whole 
sale |Merchant Aug 20 at 1l Bankruptcy bids, 
Carey st 
WoOoODFIELD, ARTHUR, Steeple 
Farmer Aug 16 at 12 
Oxford 
Amended Notice subsitated for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 5: 


Gringley on the Hill, Notts 
Om Rec, 10, Bank st, Lin- 


Aug 18 


Tanners’ 


Aug 20 


‘Naydon, Winslow, Backs 
Ow Kec, 1, 3c Allate st, 


RICHARDS, STEPHEN JOHN 
Farmer Aug iSbat 12.9) 
coln 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

ABRAHAMS, JoskPH, Commer ia? rd East, Furrier High 
Court Pet July 19 Ori Aug 2 

ACLAND, Tuomas Jaco, Bridgwater, Stationer 
water Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 5 

BARNES, JACK FRANCIS, Smethwick, Staffs, 
West Broowich Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 

BRAITHWAITE, STEPHEN, Leeming, nr Bedale, Yorks, 
Farmer Northallerton Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 

CARTER, GEORGE, Nuneaton, Photographer Coventry 

+t Aur 6 Ord Aug 6 ° 
EanestT, Wedderburn 

Pet Mar 20 

Jous, Sheffield, 

Pet Ang 5 Ord Aug 5 

GREENHALGH, SARAH ELIZA, Bolton 
Ord Aug 1 

LiOR-FALL JAMES, Hebden’ Bridge, 
Burniey Pet Ang 6 Ord Aug 6 

PARKINSON, JAMES Hicks, Laindon, Essex, 
chant Chelmsford Pet July 11 Ord Ang2 

PARKES, ALFRED Epwakp, Rusthall, Tunbridge Wells, 
Cycle Agent's Assistant ‘Tuubridge Wella vet Aug 2 
Ord Aug 2 

RICHARDSON, SAMUEL GEORGE, West Bridgford, 
Builder Nottingham Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 

SPOKES, ALBERT HENRY and HAROLD ARTHUR SPOKES, 
Birmingham, Pawnbrokers Birmingham Pet July 23 
Ord Aug 6 

ruompson, JAMES ALFRED, Whitby, Yorks, Fancy Goods 
Dealer Stockton on Tees Pet Aug56 Ord Aug 5 

Wepor, W R, Northampton, Electrical Engineer Nurth- 
ampton PetJuly 11 Ord Aag 2 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in t :¢ 
London Gazette of July 4: 


Sheffield 


Engineer 


rd, High 
Ord Aug 5 


Provision 


Hampstead 


Dealer Sheffieid 


Bolton Pet Aus il 


Yorks, _ Butcher 


Hotmes, Jouy, Sheffield, Grocer Pet July 2 


Q.d July 2 
ADJUDICATION ANNULUED. 


WINDsOR, ARTHUR THOMAS Henry, Withington nr Man- 
chester, Greengrocer Manchester Adjud Aug 15, 1905 
Anoul July 21, 1918 

London Gaze'te 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Hurley, nr Atherstone, Warwick, Builder, 
Birmingham Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 7 
Asn, \EuizapeTH MARY, Peppard, Oxon 
July 24 Ord Aug s 
BLACK & Sons, Little Grosvenor st, Mayfair, Dairyman 
High Court Pet July 9 Ord Aug 6 
Cert, JouN WALTER, Dudley, Tea Dealer, 
Aug 1 Ord Aug’ 
CLAPHAM Fine ArT Company, High 
Wandsworth Pet June 25 Ord Aug7 
Currs, WILLIAM PEELE, West 
Lincoln Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 
DuNeERT, ERNEST MARK, South Darenth, 
Rochester Pet Aug 7 7 


TUESDAY, Aug. 12. 


ALLTON, TOM, 


Reading Pet 


Dudley Pet 


Ord Aug 7 
FORMAN, WILLIAM McHArpy, Worcester, Motor Mechanic 
Worcester Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 


Clerk. 


Bridg- 


Suilders’ Mer- | 


Notts, 
| 


st, Clapham | 
Retford, Notts, Saddler 


Kent, Grocer 





| Poona, JoHN CHARLES, Richmond, 
Northallerton Pet Aug? Ord Aug7 
| Fox, HARRIETT Maup, Hastings Hastings Pet Aug 8 
Ord Aug 8 
Goopine, Hersert, Ipswich Ipswich Pet July 24 Ord 


Yorks, Saddler 


Aug 

HAM, WILLIAM, Friar Place In, East Acton High Court 
Pet Mayil7 Ord Augs 

HARPER, Henry Josernu, Oxford rd, Kilburn, F! rist’s 
Manager High Court Pet Aug7 Ord Au: 7 

HARVRY PeRCy DANIEL, Alton, Hants, Motor Garage 
Propriesor Winchester Pet Aug8 Ori Aug8 

HOLMES, FRED, Moun. Pleasant In, Clapton, Accountant 
High Court Pet Aug8 Ord Angs8 

INGRAM, HAROLD, Cannonst High Cuurt 
Ord Aug 8 

Krixeston, H\roup James, High rd, Streatham 
Court Pet June 27 Ord Aug 6 

LAMB, ALBERT, St Leonard's on Sea, Licensed Victualler 
Hastings Pet Aurs Ord Aug s 

Leg’, FREDERICK, Liverpool, Wine Merchant 
Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug7 

MILLER, JOHN WILLIAM GEORGE, Walmer, Kent, Job- 
master Canterbury Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 7 

MINNETT, WILLIAM JosgpH, Dewsbury, Greengrocer 
Dewsbury Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 7 

Mus<ert, ERNest JAM&S, Bury St. Edmunds, Grocer 
Bury St. Edmunds Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

NEWMAN, H, Yate, Glos, Baker Bristol PetJuly23 Ord 
Aug7 

PARSELL, WILLIAM 
Pembroke Dock Pet Aug 8 

Perry. Frep. Yeovil, Watchmaker 
Ord Aug 8 

SEATH, HeERBeRT, Luton, 
Ord Aug 8 

Suaw, Txaomas, Blandford st, Manchester sq 
Pet July 12 Ord Aug7 

SHaw, T H, Blandford st, Manchester sq, Company Pro- 
moter High Court Pet April7 Ord Aug7 

Warr, Mary ANN, Saint Annes on the Sea, Lancs 
Preston Pet July 23 Ord Aug 8 

WRIGHT, ORLANDO, Diss, Norfolk, Hawker Ipswich 
Aug 7 Ord Aug7 

WHITE, MARGARET, Vincent sq, 
Court Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 


Pet July 15 
High 


Liverpool 


Henry, Tenby, Pembroke, Carter 
Ord Aug 8 
Yeovil Pet Aug 8 


Publisher Luton Pet Aug 8 


High Court 


Pet 


Westminster High 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 8: 


Geores LIoNeL, Nuneaton, 
Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALLTON, Tom, Hurley, nr Atherstone. Warwick, Builder 
Aug 20 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbis, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 
BARNES, JACK 
Aug 20 at 12 
sirmingham 
| Bisnop, WILLIAM, Maidstone, 
11.30 9, King st, Maidstone 
BLACK ®& Sons, Grosvenor st, May‘air, Dairyman Aug 20 
atli Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
BLOMFIELD, ALFRED TOWNSON, Doncaster, Newsagent 
Aug 20 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
CARTER, GEORGE LIONEL, Nuneaton, Photographer Aug 
20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, High }t,A‘oventry 
Cerri, Joan WALTER, Dudley, Tea Dealer 
Off Ree, 1, Priory st, Dudley 
88, ARCHIBALD, Wisbech, Cambridge, Baker 
at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Corrs, WILLIAM PEELE, West Retford, Notts, Saddler 
Aug 27 at 12.30 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 
| Dunaet, ERNEST MARK, South Darenth, Kent, Grocer 
Aug 25 at 3.15 115, High st, Rochester 
FELL, RowWLAND HEALD, Rotherham, Monumental 
Mason Aug 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, Ffgtree In, Sheffield 
FORMAN, WILLIAM MCHARDY, Worcester, Motor Mechanic 
Aug 22at 12 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, W.-rcester 
Fox, HARRIETT MAUD, Hastings Ang 22,at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 124, Mariborough pl, Brighton 
FURNISS, JOHN, Sheffield, Pro ision Dealer Aug 20 at 1 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Goopine, HERBERT, ‘Ipswich Aug 20 at 2.30 
36, Princes st, Ipswich 
GREENHALGH, SARAH ELIZA, Bolton 
Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 


CARTER, Photographer 


Coventry 


FRANCIS, Smethwick, Staffs, Engineer 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 


Cycle Agent Aug 22 at 


Aug 20 at 12 


CRE Aug 20 


Of Rec, 


Aug2latll Off 





204th Year of the Office. The 
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Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
Heap Orrice: 


| N FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED 1710, 

63, THREADNEEDLE ST., EC. 

Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, | 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE 


PLATE GLASS. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A, W. COUSINS, District Manager. 





Ham, WILUIAM, Friar Place In, East Acton Ang 21 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HARPER, Henry JosEPH, Oxford rd, Kilburn, Florists’ 
Manager Aug 22 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HARVEY, PERCY DANIEL, Alton, Hants, Motor Garage 
Proprietor Aug 20 at 12 Off Rec, Midland Bank 
chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

HOLMES, FRED, Mount Pleasant In, Clapton, Accountant 
Aug 2l at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carev st 

INGRAM, HAROLD, Cannon st Aug 21 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

KINGSTON, HAROLD JAMES, High rd, Streatham Aug 22 
ati12 Bankruptcy b.dgs, Carey st 

LAMB, ALBERT, 5t Leonards on Sea, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 22 at 12 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

LEES, FREDERICK, Liverpool, Wine Merchant Aug 20 at 
11 Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

LEWIN, Lewis, Kettering, Clothier Aug 21 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

MAXEY, HERBERT HENRY, Mossley, Lancs, Printer Aug 
20at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

MINNETT, WILLIAM JOSEPH, Dewsbury, Greengrocer Aug 
= atil Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dews- 
pury 

SHaw, THomAs, Blandford st, Manchestersq Aug 21 at 
11.15 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SHAW, T H, Blandford st, Manchester sq, Company Pro- 
moter Aug 21 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SUTCLIFFE, WILLIAM, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Engineer 
Aug 20 at 10.45 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

WALL, DAVID FREDERICK, Bridgehouses, Sheffield, 
Licensed Victualler Aug 20 at 12 Off Reo, Figtree 
In, Sheffield 

WHITE, MARGARET, Vincent sq, Westminster Aug 20 atl 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Casey st 

WILsON, EvitH ISABEL, Weston super Mare Aug 22 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

ALLTON, ToM, Hurley, nr Atherstone, Warwick, Builder 
Birmingham Pet Aug 7 Urd Aug 7 

CETTI,JOHN WALTER, Dudley, Tea Dealer 
Augl Ord Aug8 

Corts, WILLIAM PEELE, West Retford, Nottingham, 
Sadler Lincoln Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 

DUNGET, ERNEST MARK, South Darenth, Kent, Grocer 
Rochester Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 7 


Dudley Pet 


FORMAN, WILLIAM MCHARDY, Worcester, Motor Mechanic 
Worcester Pet Aug® Ord 4 
FOSTER, JOHN CHARLES, Richmond, Yorks, Saddler North- 


allerton Pet Aug? Ord Aug7 

FoX, HARRIETT MAUD, Hastings Hastings Pet Aug 8 
Ord Aug 8 

HARPER, HENRY JOSEPH, Oxford rd, Kilburn, 
Manager HighCourt Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 

HARVEY, PERCY DANIEL, Alton, Hants, Motor Garage Pro- 
prietor Winchester Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 

HOGGAN, ELEANOR JANE, Princes sq, Bayswater High 
Court Pet July 12 Ord Aug 9 

HOLMES, FRED, Mount Pleasant In, Clapton, Accountant 
High Court Pet Aug8 Ord Augs 

JOHNSON, FREDERICK THOMAS, Newnham, Cambridge, 
Electrical Engineer Cambridge Pet June 12 Ord 
Aug 8 

LAMB, ALBERT, St Leonards on Sea, Licensed Victu wWler 
Hastings Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 

LEES, FREDERICK, Liverpool, Wine Merchant Liverpool 
Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 7 

LOWNDES, FRANCIS; WHITE, Wealdstone, Middx, Dairyman 
St Albans Pet May 31 Ord Aug 8 

MAY, CHARLES, Leigh on Sea, Essex, Builder 
Pet May 24 Ord Aug 6 

MILLER, JOHN WILLIAM GEORGE, Walmer, Kent, Job- 
master Canterbury Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 7 

MINNETT, WILLIAM JOSEPH, Dewsbury, Greengrocer 
Dewsbury Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 7 

MORRIS, THOMAS COPPELL, Liverpool, 
Liverpool Pet July 3) Ord Aug 7 

MUSKETT, ERNEST JAMES, Bury St Edmunds, Grocer 
Bury 3t Edmunds Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 

OWEN, WALTER C, Winchester High Court Pet April ll 
Ord Avg 6 

PARKER, WALTER JOHN, Harrow rd High Court Pet 
June 16 Ord Aug 8 

PERRY, FRED, Yeovil, Watchmaker Yeovil Pet Aug 8 
Ord Aug 8 

PRIMHAK, PHILIP, St Mark's sq, Dalston, Ladies’ Tailor 
High Court Pet July 1 Ord Aug 7 

SAMUEL, ALEXANDER WENYON, Bury st, St James’, 
Financial Agent High Court Pet May 16 Ord 
Aug 7 

Suare. HERBERT, Luton, Publisher 
Ord Aug 8 

SUTCLIFFE, WILLIAM, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Engineer 
Halifax Pet July 14 Ord Aug 8 

WHITE, MARGARET, Vincent sq, Westminster High Court 
Pet Aug s Ord Aug 8 

WRIGHT, UKLANDO, Diss, Norfolk, Hawker Ipswich Pet 
Aug 7 Ord Aug7 

Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 15: 

Cock, WILLIAM, Caversham, Reading, Draper Reading 

Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug. 8; 


CARTER, GEORGE LIONEL, Nuneaton, 
Coventry Pet Aug6 Ord Augé 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING ORDER 
RESCINDsD. 
SIMPSON, ,sHERBERT HARVEY, Southend on Sea Chelm* 


ford Kec Ord Sept 13, 1910 Adjud Sept 13, 1910 
Resc and Annul July 14, 1913 


Florist's 


Chelmsford 


Stock Broker 


Luton Pet Aug 8 


Photographer 
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